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Ordered,— [Monday, 31sf January 1887] That a Select Committep ho „„„ • . , 
to whom shall be referred all Petitions presented to the House, with the Pir p PP ? te ' 
such as relate to Private Bills; and that such Committee do classify and prenare E! ? f 
of the same, m such form and manner as shall appear to them best suited to convey 
House all requisite information respecting their contents, and do reDort th P LZ 
time to time to the House; and that the Reports of the Committee do set fort/T 

sSl »"S£r to eiioh Petition onl7 in re8peot to 

That sod Committee have power to direct the printing in , 

Petitioos. or of such parts of Petitions, as shall appear to require it. ‘ f h 

tpStotaf" i,aT<! P ° Wer t0 rep0rt tlelr ° J, “ !o ’ 1 and Observations there- 



Committee nominated of— 
Sir Charles Forster. 

Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Mr. Hugh Elliot. 

Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Mulholland. 



Viscount Lymington. 
Mr. Wiggin. 

Mr. M‘Lagan. 

Mr. Morgan Howard. 
Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 

Mr. James A. Campbell. 



That Three be the Quorum of the Committee. 
wSfK mmlt&e 2 ”" 1887] : - THAT J*n O'Connor 

d^teeZo^Zt^-L &£sz £d lih 

a ^ 188? ] : - Tbat *>» *-en to the Committee to mate 

Special Report brought up, and read, as followeth 

“ Public Petitions Committee. 

Special Report. 

which excited suspicion." 616 0tKei Pelltlons relat “« to the same subject 
Ordered, That the Report be referred back to the Committee. 

circumstances under wMoh’and^hfoart'eflf 141 '? tI>at , t '““7 40 “quire into the 
Petitions referred to were thenfunto SSSdH 1,16 ” ame5 apP “^ “ the 

That the Committee have power to send for Persons, Papers, and Becords. 

Ot er. That Three be the Quorum of the Committee, read, and discharged. 
That Ftve be the Quorum of the Committee. 



SPECIAL REPORT _ 

PROCEEDINGS OE the COMMITTEE ■ 
MINUTES OE EVIDENCE 
APPENDIX - 
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SPECIAL REPORT. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into tlie Circumstances 
under which, and the Parties by whom the Names appearing on certain 

Petitions were thereunto appended ; Have considered the matters to 

them referred, and have agreed to the following REPORT : — 



1. Your Committee have examined various petitions referred to them by the 
House for and against the London Coal and "Wine Duties Continuance Bill. 

2. With regard to the petitions against the Bill, they find that, whilst 
irregularities have been proved in the manner in which signatures were 
obtained, the signatures are, in the main, genuine, and free from suspicion of 
fraud. 

3. With regard to the petitions for the Bill, there is evidence of extensive 
fraud, and it has been proved that twenty-nine of them, specially selected for 
examination, were wholly or in great part forgeries. 

4. The petitions for the Bill were initiated by the City Solicitor, who 
instructed Mr. Robert Thomas Wragg, who in turn engaged the services of 
Mr. Carlton Roberts. Mr. John Walter Hallett and a number of other sub- 
agents were employed by Mr. Carlton Roberts. Ihe sub-agents engaged 
canvassers to procure signatures, one of whom was Mr. Reginald Bidmead, 
employed by Mr. Hallett. The canvassers for signatures were remunerated on 
a scale of from 3 s. to 6 s. per hundred signatures. 

5. Your Committee think it necessary to put on record their sense of the 
great negligence shown by those who were in different degrees responsible for 
the petitions which have been the subject of this inquiry. They are of opinion 
that, although no charge of participation in fraud has been brought home to 
Mr. Carlton Roberts, still his neglect to exercise proper supervision over the 
work of his sub-agents led directly to the irregularities that followed. As 
regards Mr. Hallett, who employed Mr. Reginald Bidmead, your Committee are 
of opinion that his conduct is open to grave reflection, and that his evidence is 
contradictory. 

6. The case against Mr. Reginald Bidmead is complete. He is clearly proved, 

on his own confession, to have forged 1,600 or 1,700 names, and to have affixed 
to the Haggerstone petition 200 names taken haphazard from a London 
Directory. 

7. Your Committee are of opinion that it is impossible for the House, with 
due respect to its rights, to pass over this ease without serious notice. They 
consider that it comes within the precedent of 1865, when certain persons 
were committed to Newgate for having got up petitions in favour of Azeem Jah, 
an Indian Prince, and they recommend that this case should be dealt with as a 
breach of the privileges of this House. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



r it ] 



8. Your Committee desire to record their opinion that the right of petitioi ' 
the House of Commons has, of late vears, been subjected to serious aK„, a 
merits the attention of the House. ‘ se ’ and 

The points to which your Committee would specially call attention are — 

(a.) The placing of petitions on tables in the open air at which the 
signatures of passers-by are obtained, which are not capable of identification 

(b.) The piecing together of sheets of signatures without reference tn 
the quarter from which they are obtained, and the headings ultimateK 
affixed to them; ° - 

(<?.) The practice of presenting petitions without any kind of voupW 
for their genuineness. 



14 June 1887. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Wednesday, 4 th May 1887- 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. William Lowther. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 

Mr. Alderman John O’Connor. 
Mr. M'Lagan. 



Mr. Wiggin. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mi’. Mulholland. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 



The Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned till Friday, 6th May, at Twelve o’clock 



Friday, 6th May 1887- 



members PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. William Lowther. 
Viscount Lvmington. 



Mr. Alderman John O’Connor. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. M'Lagan. 



Mr. A. Taylor called, and examined. 

Sir Lewis Felly , Mr. Joseph Howard, and Captain Colomh, Members of this House, 
called, and examined. 

Mr. Reginald Bidmcad and Ml-. John Walter Hallett, were sworn, and examined. 

[Adjourned till Monday, 9tli May. 



Monday , 9th May 1887- 



members present: 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Mulholland. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. M f Lagan. 

Mr. Wiggin. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 



Mr. A. Taylor, re-called, sworn, and examined. 

Mr. Fredmch William Lee, Mr. Carlton Roberts, and Mr. Robert Thomas Wragg, 
were sworn, and examined. 

Mr. Carlton Roberts further examined. 

Mr. John Lloyd, sworn, and examined. 

[Adjourned till Tuesday, 10th May, at Twelve o’clock. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 



Tuesday , 10 th May 1887 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Wiggin. 

Viscount Lymington. 



Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. M ‘Lagan. 

Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. Charles S. Graham, sworn, and examined. 



Mr. Richard G. Webster, a Member of this House, called, and examined. 

Mr. Newton Wilson, Mr. Thomas Ccsrrell, Mr. Charles Board, Mr. W. H De Horn, 
ere sworn, and examined. * norne, 



Mr. Carlton Roberts and Mr. John Lloyd, were re-called, sworn, and examined. 
Mr. W. Stewart, sworn, and examined. 



Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Petition from King’s Cross and 
Ticimty , presented on the Oth May by the honourable Member for St. Pancras be plaSd 
“ PuUiC Petiti ° M ™ 



Ayes, 4. 

Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. William Lowther. 



Noes, 5. 

Sir Charles Forster. 
Viscount Lymington. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. Wiggin. 



[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 12th May 1887 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr, Mulholland. 
Viscount Lymington. 



Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr: M‘Lagan. 



In the absence of Sir Chah.es Foestbe through indisposition, Mr. William 
JjOWTHEr was called to the Chair. 



mZ, m. T.TSmlA w fT c d ombs • ft Tayhr ’ Uli " 

sworn, and examined. ' and Mr - F - Netherclifl, were 



Mr. Lewis Henry Isaacs, a Member of the House, called, and examined. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at Twelve o’clock. 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 



Monday, 1 6th May 1887- 



members PRESENT : 



Mr. "William Lowther. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. M'Lagan, 

Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Viscount Lymington. 



In the absence of Sir Charles Forster, from indisposition, Mr. William 
Lowther was called to the Chair. 



Mr. F. G. Netherclift and Mr. Carlton Roberts, were re-called, and examined. 

Mr. Henry Usher, sworn, and examined. 

Mr. F. G. Netherclift, re-called, and examined. 

Mr. Ernest Alfred Dent and Mr. Charles JVm. Bartlett, were sworn, and examined. 

[Adjourned till Thursday, 19th May, at Two o’clock. 



Thursday, 19 th May 1887- 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Mulholland. 
Viscount Lymington. 



Mr. M'Lagan. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. Stephen L. Simeon and Mr. George Ford, sworn, and examined. 
Mr. W. H. Coombs, re-called, sworn, and examined. 



Mr. Richard Odell, Mr. J. Massey, and Mr. Edward Bryant, were sworn, and 
examined. 



Mr. Arthur Lanney Bryant, called, and examined. 

Mr. W. H. Coombs, re-called, and examined. 

Mr. A. Hill, Mr. A. Russell, Mr. T Lennox, and Mr. Alfred Henry Hunner, were 
sworn, and examined. 

Mr. Carlton Roberts, re-called, and examined. 



The Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned till Monday, 23rd May, at Twelve o’clock. 



Monday, 23rd May 1887- 



members PRESENT : 

Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. I Mr. William Lowther. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. Viscount Lymington. 

Mr. Mulholland. | Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Stephen L. Simeon re-called, and further examined. 

Mr. Abdiel G. Skarland sworn, and examined. 

Mr. J. W. Hallett and Mr. Abdiel G. Sharland were re-called, and further examined. 
The Evidence was closed. 

The room was cleared. — The Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned till Friday 10th June, at Twelve o’clock. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 



Friday , 10 th June 1887. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. Wiggin. 

Mr. William Lowther. 
Mi\ Cavendish Bentinck. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 



Viscount Lymington. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 



The Committee deliberated. 



DRAFT REPORT, by the 
follows : — 



Chairman , brought up, and read the first time, as 



“ I- Your Committee having examined the petitions referred to them by the House in 
support of the London Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill, find that 29 of these 
petitions are wholly or in part fictitious. These petitions seem to have been got up by Mr. 
Robert Thomas Wragg, who received instructions for their initiation from the City 
Solicitor. He engaged the services of certain sub-agents, viz., Mr. Carlton Roberts, Mr. 
Hallett, and others. Mr. Bidmead was also employed bv Mr. Hallett to procure 
signatures. 

. “ 2 - These sub-agents were remunerated on a scale of from 4 s. to 6 s. per 100 
signatures. 

“ 3 • Tiie forgery of signatures in connection with these petitions appears to have been 
very extensive. 



« 4. Mr. Netherclift, the expert, of whose services your Committee availed themselves, 
finds that every signature throughout is in two or three h an d-wri tings, and he wives it as 
his opinion that practically the whole 34,000 signatures are forgeries. 



“5. Your Committee have also examined petitions against the Coal and Wine Duties 
Continuance Bill, but, with the exception of a few trifling irregularities, they seem to be 
perfectly genuine, and free from all suspicion of fraud. 



6. Though your Committee have been unable to bring home by direct evidence a 
garge of participation in these frauds to Mr. Wragg, Mr. Carlton Roberts, and Mr. 
hallett, they cannot acquit them of gross negligence and want of proper supervisioi 
the parties whom they engaged to procure signatures. 



irvision over 



i V Wlth /egard, however, _to Mr. Reginald Bidmead, the case is complete. He is 
clearly proved, on his own confession, to have forged almost all the names appended to the 
petition from Haggerstone. According to his own evidence the first name affixed to that 
petition is a forgery, while 200 names were taken haphazard from a London Directory in 
order that he might the sooner receive his remuneration. 



8 -J°« r Committee are. of opinion that it is impossible for the House, with due 
respect to its rights and privileges, to pass over this case without serious notice. They 
consider that it comes strictly within the precedent of 1865, when certain persons were 
committed to .Newgate for having got up petitions in favour of Azeem Jah, an Indian 
prince, and they recommend that this case should be dealt with accordingly." 



Motion made, and Question, That the Draft Report be read a second time, paragraph 
by paragraph,— put, and agreed to. 

Paragraph 1, amended, and agreed to. 



2 'j A ™ enc ] mea t proposed, at the commencement of the paragraph, to 
“S the . ' V0 T, S • mth , r ?S ard t0 the petitions against the Bill, they find that 
* considerable irregularities have been proved in the manner in which signatures 
fraud >’ ameC ’ ™ e sl S natures are in the main genuine and free from suspicion of 



-a? en ^ nen \ Pr01 ^ Sed -° the ? r °P° sed Amendment, to leave out the word “considerable” 
Ti..,! Question. That the word “ considerable ” stand part of the proposed 

Amendment,— put, and negatived. L 1 

Another 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 



Another Amendment proposed to the said proposed Amendment, to insert the word 
tc g r eat ” — (Mr. Donald Crawford ), — instead thereof. — Question put, That the word 
“great” be there inserted. — The Committee divided: 



Noes, 6. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 

Mr. Dairy mple. 

Viscount Lymington. 

Mr. M‘ Lagan. 

Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 

Mr. Wiggin. 

Another Amendment proposed to the said proposed Amendment, to insert the word 
“trifling (Mr. T. P. O'Connor ), — instead thereof. — Question, Thatjdie word “trifling *’ 
be there inserted, — put, and negatived. 

Another Amendment proposed to the said proposed Amendment, to leave out the words 
« crenuine and ” — (Colonel Bridgeman). — Question put, That the words proposed to be 
left out stand part of the Paragraph. — The Committee divided : 



Ayes, 5. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 



Ayes, 6. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 

Viscount Lymington. 

Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 

Mr. Wiggin. 

• Paragraph, as amended, agreed to. 

Paragraph 3, amended, and agreed to. 

Amendment proposed to insert the following new Paragraph in the proposed Report : 
“ With regard to the petitions for the Bill, there is evidence of extensive fraud, and it 
has been proved that twenty-nine of them, specially selected for examination, were wholly 
or in great part forgeries ” — (Mr. Dalrymple). 

Paragraph agreed to, and inserted in the proposed Report. 

Paragraph 4, amended, and agreed to. 

Pai'agraphs 5 and 6, negatived. 

Paragraph 7, amended, and agreed to. 

[Adjourned till Monday, 13th June, at Two o’clock. 



Noes, 5. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

M r. William Lowther. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Plenry Tollemache. 



Mondag, 1 3 th June 188/. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster in the Chair. 



Mr. Wiggin. 

Viscount Lymington. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. Henry Tollemache- 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Mr. William Lowther. 



Amendment proposed to insert the following new Paragraph m the ' 

“ Your Committee think it necessary to put on record their sense of Jj whlh^aTe 
shown by those who were in different degrees responsible for the petihons which have 
been the subject of this inquiry ; from this statement they cannot exclude . 

(Viscount Lymington ). — Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment to leave out 
the word “ eross (Mr. M'Lagan).— Question, That the word gross stand part ot the 

Prop'S ne g wParag ( rS, -putfamd negatioed .-Another Amendmentproposed to insert 
the 1 word *< m-eat ’?-(Mr Donald Crawford ),— instead thereof,— put, and agreed to. 
Aiotler Amfndment STpo.ed.to leave <L We words “Prom this statement theyrannot 
175. ® 
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PROCEEDINGS OP THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 



exclude Mr. Wragg” — (Mr. Henry Tollemache ). — Motion made, and Question put That 
the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Paragraph.— The Committee divided • 
Ayes, 4. Noes, 5. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 

Mr. Dalrymple. Colonel Bridgeman. 

Viscount Lymington. Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. M ‘Lagan. Mr. Henry Tollemache. 

Mr. Wiggin. 

Paragraph, as amended, agreed to. 

Paragraph 6, amended, and agreed to. 

Paragraph 7, amended, ancf agreed to. 

Amendment proposed to insert the following new Paragraph in the proposed Report • 
“ Your Committee desire to record their opinion that the right of petitioning the House 
of Commons has, of late years, been subjected to serious abuse, and merits the attention 
of the House ” — (Colonel Bridgeman ). — Motion made, and Question put, That this 
Paragraph be inserted in the proposed Report.— The Committee divided : 

Ayes, 7. Noes, 2. 

Colonel Bridgeman. Viscount Lymington. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. William Lowther. 

Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 

Mr. Wiggin. 



folkiw 0 ig el wtX ndment P ro r oseii al the of the proposed new Paragraph, to add the 

“ The P oints to whioh your Committee would specially call attention, are,— 

“ (o.) The placing of petitions on tables in the open air at which the signatures of 
passers-by are obtained, which are not capable of identiScation. 

“ (4.) The piecing together of sheets of signatures without reference to the quarter 
from which they are obtained, and the headings ultimately affixed to them. 

“ ( c -) The practice of presenting petitions without any kind of voucher for their 
genuineness — (Mr. Donald Crawford ) 

Question, That those words be there added, — put, and agreed to. 

New Paragraph, as amended, agreed to, and inserted in the proposed Report. 

Motion made, and Question, That this he the Report of the Committee to the House, 
— put, ana aqreed to. 




Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENC 



175 . 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



[ xii ] 



LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Friday, 6th May 1887. 

Mr. Alfred Taylor j 

Lieut.- General Sir Lewis Pelly, k.c.b., 
K.c.s.r., m.p. _____ g 

Captain J ohn Charles Ready Colomb, M.p. 4 



Mr. Reginald Bidmead - 


6 


Mr. John Walter Halle tt 


- 22 


Monday, 9th May 1887. 


Mr. Alfred Taylor - 


- 32 


Mr. Frederick William Lee - 


- 34 


Mr. Carlton Roberts - 


35, 55 


Mr. Robert Thomas Wragg - 


- 48 


Mr. J ohn Lloyd - 


- 56 


Tuesday, 1 Oth May 1 887. 


Mr. Charles Stewart Graham - 


- 61 


Mr. Robert Grant Webster, m.p. - 


- 62 


Mr. Newton Wilson - 


- 63 


Mr. Thomas Carrell - 


- 67 


Mr. Charles Board - 


- 71 


Mr. William Henry De Horne 


- 74 


Mr. Carlton Roberts - 


- 76 


Mr. John Lloyd - 


- 76 


Mr. William Stewart - 


- 77 


Thursday, I2tll May 1887. 


Mr. John George Grellier 


78 


Mr. William Henry Coombs - 


79 


Mr. Samuel Henry Taylor - 


81 


Mr. Olier Miles - 


- 83 


Mr. Thomas J ohn Middleton 


86 


Mr. James Edmondson - 


S2 


Mr. Frederick George Netherclift - 


93 


Mr. Lewis Henry Isaacs, m.p. 


- 97 



Monday, 1 6th May 1887. 

Mr. Frederick George Netherclift, 99, 112 , 'lyj 
Mr. Carlton Roberts - - - - 102 

Mr. Henry Usher - - - _ _ 10 g 

Mr. Ernest Alfred Dent - _ - 112 

Mr. Charles William Bartlett - - 115 



Thursday, 19 th May 1887. 



Mr. Stephen L. Simeon 


- 118 


Mr. George Ford - 


- 119 


Mr. William Henry Coombs - 


- 120, 123 


Mr. Richard Davis Odell 


- 121 


Mr. Edmund Charles Massey 


- 121 


Mr. Edward Bryant 


- 122 


Mr. Arthur Rannev Bryant - 


- 122 


Mr. Henry Hill - 


- 123 


Mr. Abraham Russell - 


- 123 


Thomas Lennox - 


- 124 


Alfred Henry Hunnex - 


- 125 


Mr. Carlton Roberts 


- 125 


Monday, 23rd May 


CO 

CO 


Mr. Stephen L. Simeon - 


- 127 


Mr. Abdiel George Sharland - 


- 127, 130 


Mr. John Walter Hallett 


- 127 
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MINUTES OP 



EVIDENCE. 



Friday, 6th May 1887. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. William Lowther. 



Viscount Lyxnington. 

Mr. M £ Lagan. 

Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Alderman John O'Connor. 
Mr. Henry Tollemache. 



Sir CHARLES FORSTER, in the Chair. 



Mr. ALFRED TAYLOR, Examined. 

1. Chairman.'] I believe you are a Cleric in the Journal Officer Tama 
Civil Service Writer. 

2- In the Journal Office? — Yes. 

3. Are you in charge of the petitions ? — Yes, I am. 

4. Do you produce certain petitions with regard to the coal and wine duties i 

s d What are they?— There is a petition from Haggerston, presented on the 
6th of April by Lord Claud Hamilton ; another, presented on the 16th of March 
from the ratepayers of North Hackney by Sir Lewis Pelly; and another from 
the ratepayers of North Hackney. 

6. When' was that petition presented r— Upon the 16th of March last. There 
is, again, another petition from the ratepayers of North Hackney upon the 21st 
of March, presented by Sir Guyer Hunter; there is another from the rate- 
payers of Homerton and Hackney, presented on the 23rd of March by Sir 
Guyer Hunter ; another from the ratepayers of Lower Clapton, presented upon 
the 21st of March by Sir Guyer Hunter; another from the ratepayers of 
Dalston, Hackney, and Kingsland. ■ T 

7 When was that petition presented ? — Upon the 26 th of April, by Sir James 
McGarel-Hoffg. The next is from the ratepayers of Bow, presented upon the 
23rd of March by Captain Colomb ; then there is one from the ratepayers of 
Hackney and Dalston, presented by Mr. Joseph Howard upon the 16th . of 
March ; and another from the ratepayers of Hackney' and East London pre- 
sented by Mr. Joseph Howard upon the 24th of March. Those are all from 

that district.^ ns ^ relate to (he ooal and w ; duties r-Yes ; those 

petitions are all in favour of the London Coal and Wine Duties Continuance 

Bill. 



^tKoJSe other side against the condnu- 
J T .S not instructed to present those petitions to your 



ance of those duties ?- 
notice to-dav. 



u Now' I will ask you another question : those petitions of which you have 
told us go far back, even as far as March ; why were they not brought under the 
nXe of this Committee before i-The reason they were not brought before 



notice 

0.73 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 

6 th May 1887.] Lieutenant-General .Sir Jj. Pellx, K.c.b., K.C.S.I.. M.P. [Continued. 



25. Mr. LomtherJ] Would you find the petition which you presented. (The 
Witness having selected it.) 

26. Where is this petition from? — The ratepayers of North Hackney. 

27. Chairman.] When was this petition presented ? — On the 16th March. I 
see what might he considered an irregularity, but I do not know whether it will 
be considered so. I remember the petition. When it came to me, I found on 
looking through it that it was from various alleged residents in my constituency, 
and that they had entered themselves simply as “ ratepayers ;” so in my own 
handwriting I attached the words ‘‘ of North Hackney,” so as to identify it, 
and then 1 attached my signature. 



28. Mr. Lowther.] Do you know from whom you received that one 7 — I 
cannot at this moment identify any signature, and I do not recollect; but I 
think that this petition reached me in the House of Commons in the cloak-room, 
but I am not quite certain ; I think so. 

2q. Chairman. ] It was not given you by any private hand ; you got it in the 
cloak-room r — I do not remember any petition being given me by a private 
hand. Sometimes they might be sent otherwise than through the post to my 
private residence, but. -they reach me in my hall with my ordinary post, and then 
they are examined by me in my own house ; or' if I come here I generally go to 
the" book in the cloak-room, and ask if there is any petition in my name, and if 
there is I take it up and examine it to the best of my ability ; but 1 say again 
that I should be extremely chary in refusing to receive a petition from any 
British subject. 

30. Mr. Lowther'. ] Do you recognise in that petition any names of your 
constituents, or the addresses of any of them ?— (After referring to the Petition) 
“ Gallard ” is a name I recognise, 31, Pembry Grove, Clapton; I do not 
recollect that address. 

31. Do you think you know Mr. Gallard personally ?— This is apparently 
from Mrs. Gallard ; I cannot say that I recollect her. 

, 32. Is Mr. Gallard , a constituent of yours ?— I recognise the name. 

33. As one of your constituents ?— Yes, as one of my constituents. 



34. Colonel Pridgeman.) But this is signed “ Mrs. Gallard ? ^ es. 

35. d hat is very peculiar; it is not signed by any Christian name, but is 

signed “ Mrs. Gallard” r— Yes. 

36. Then there is James Fown, 81, Rendlesham-road r— I could not say I 
recognise that as the name of a constituent, but it would be very difficult to 
identify any one of those persons with 51,000 persons in the district. 



37. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Was that petition accompanied by any note ?— • 
That I think is impossible for me to tell you ; I might be able to tel. you, it .1 
referred to my record, for as a rule I think I record all these things and never 
tear up a single paper connected with my constituency. When I had time 1 
used to keep a copy of every letter that I wrote, but that has become impossible 
under the present condition of the House of Commons. 

3&. Are the petitions usually accompanied by a covering letter ?— As I was. 
mentioning just now, if I meet with them in the House, a petition may lie rolled 
up with something written upon it ; I do not recollect an mstanoe n. which I 
have found a petition in the cloak-room with anything written upon it; but 1 
have sometimes received a note without giving any address, saying, hr, ave 
forwarded to you a petition against ” So-and-so, and if I do not find the petition 
in the hall of my private house I find it in the House of Commons. 

39. The petitions do not give any means of identification r— No, and that is 
what I complain of. A man writes me a note ; if I can make out his signature 
it is as much as ever X can ; they frequently give no address and i very frequmfly 
no date. That is the case with all sorts of constituents letters that I get ; even 
when they are applying for an order for the House, they very often give no 

date, and sometimes no address. .... .-y. l 

40. You do not consider it necessary to ascertain whether a petition which 
yon receive is genuine ? — If you mean do X go to the constituency and ascertain 

0.73. A 2 
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whether the signatures are genuine, no, I do not. If I get a letter covering a 
a petition, alleging that the ratepayers, or the constituents, of North Hackney 
are desirous of petitioning the House of Commons, I present it. 

41. Mr. Dahymple.~] Does not it amount to this : that you get a letter relating 
to a petition either at home or in the House of Commons, and vou find the 
petition in the cloak-room ? — Yes. 

42. Should you say from 3'our experience that you have frequently had peti- 
tions at the cloak-room, or even at your own house, without letters referring to 
them at all ?— I do not think my experience is sufficiently long to entitle me to 
give an opinion upon that point, but from my very brief experience 1 should sav 
that, as a rule, 1 do get some sort of a document; it may he a strip of paper 
attached to the petition down in the cloak-room, or it may he a letter referring 
to the petition which is sent to me at my house ; at first I did not ask for ’ 
such document, because 1 did not know about it. 

43. There would be nothing very surprising to find a petition in the cloak- 
room with no letter about it? — No. 

44. And you would not hesitate to present such a petition, even though there 
was no letter with it?— No, not to present a petition. I should hesitate as to 
other things ; but I have always considered the right of a British subject to 
petition is one of the first things for which the House of Commons is constituted, 
and I should hesitate very much with regard to refusing. 

45. Mr. Donald Crawford.] It might often be that the signatures were not 
those of British subjects, might it not?— If that suggestion means that, with all 
the work I have to do, I am to go to 50,000 constituents, and ascertain these 
things, I could not do that ; I should have to appeal to the House against it. 

46. Mr. Lo-wther .] You feel that you are not responsible in any way for the 
petitions that are presented ?— I think I am responsible so far as that 1 must 
find out that it is, as it asserts itsell to be, from my constituency. In this 
particular instance I did do that. It was headed “ Ratepayers' ; ” and if 
I recollect rightly, I had no means of sending the petition back to any par- 
ticular ratepayer, because I had no address given; but upon looking down it* 
I found the addresses of some latepayers within my constituency ; so I then 
presented the petition, and instead of putting in the words, ,f Hackney, Dalston,” 
and so on, I put the words, after “ Ratepayers,” “ of North Hackney,” as 
embodying it ail in my district. 

47. Viscount Lymington.] In point of fact you cannot identify the signatures 
as being those of any of your constituents'?— No ; in point of fact I cannot 
identify the signatures with any certainty. 



Captain JOHN CHARLES READY COLOMB, a Member of the 
House; Examined. 



„ f 4 Chairman.'] I believe you presented certain petitions upon the subject 
of the coal and wine dut.es ?— Yes, for and against. 

kept* none ^° U ^ Committee how many ? — Knowing that a record was 

50. Did you present a petition from Bow upon the 23rd of March ?— The one 

m 'r ,y J“ St n ° W 1 did selected a Petition). That is my 

signature, so I presented it. 

5'. Is there anything in that petition that attracted your notice f— Nothing 
at the time, nor upon looking at it now. 

names." 00 } ’° U kn ° W ™ y ° f the Dames there? — 1 recognise some of the 



53- As your constituents ?— As my constituents. 

Lew-fw^'- 1 W ° Uld r ° U tel1 the Committee what they are ?-I see 
55- What is the address given for him ?— Twenty-nine, Bow-road. 

56. Mr. Tollemache.] Is that petition signed by the Chairman or anybody 

that 
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that YOU know. I see “ and your petitioners will ever pray, William Baines. 

Do you know that name ? — I cannot say that X do ; 1 cannot recall him at 
this minute. 

57. Mr. Loiuther. ] Is it stated that it was signed at a meeting r No. 

,q Chairman. \ Do you know whether you received the petition in the cloak- 
room" ' or was it sent" to your house ? — I am almost sure that I received this 
petition in the cloak-room, for the reason that a petition of this size was always 
received at the House, and never at my own house. 

CQ. Viscount Lymington.] Do you know any other names ?— John Trott, 

No. 1 , Cardigan-road ; of course I may know others, but 1 should be sorry to . 

be certain as to them. 

60 Mr. Tollemache .] I suppose you only recognise the name ; you do not 
recognise the handwriting ?— No, I cannot say that I do, except that I nave 
seen Lewis Levi's handwriting, and this appears to me to be. the same hand- 
writing as his. 

61 . Colonel Bridgeman .] And that is his right address ? -I think it is. 

fi 2 Chairman.} Are the signatures to the petition smeared at all?— I do not 
think they are more smeared than I have usually observed them to be m 
petitions L have presented. 

6d In some of the petitions that have been presented to us the signatures 
have been smeared, in order, as it might appear, to escape detection ; is there 
anything of that kind in that petition ?— Some of the signatures are very 

correct. . , 

are” undoubtedly, dissimilarities, and also different styles of writing. 

66. Mr. Dalrymple.} Does it happen, in your experience to receive petitions 

without any letters in reference to them reaching you . 

& STouW^othe surprised to receive one in that unsupported way? 

_ 6o 0t “u«ould not have any hesitation in presenting a petition without 

any communication regarding it reaching you . 0. , Question 

70. I am not reflecting upon ior many years. It rarely 



Shr^m of e the Ho^eo^ Commons, petitions 'with regard to which I 

1., » ^ 

in the House ot Commons-. 

r 3 : to receive a petition unconnected with any 

Collel'Br%a»l.] Did you ^get any petitions upon any other subject 
^'^'."upon'o&er 8 s”bjecW°l—Yes™upon other subjects. 
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Mr. JOSEPH HOWARD (a Member of the .House), Examined. 

76. Chairman.'] Did you present any petitions with reference to the subject 
ot the coal and wine duties Yes ; I presented about six, I should think ‘ 

77. How did you receive them 'I— I received most of them in the cln»k 
room. 

78. Was there anything unusual in their character ?— No, I noticed nothing 

unusual ; the whole are similar in form. ° 

79. Have you anything to say with regard to the handwriting?—! did not 

notice anything special about ihe handwriting. s 

80. Which is your petition ?— 1 This {exhibiting a -petition) is one of the neti- 
bons I presented. I presented this upon the 24th of March from Hackney and 
East London. It is not a petition exactly from my own constituency, excent 
S?L, the free i! 0ld r s of , Hackna y ere allied with the Tottenham Division of 
Middlesex. The Tottenham Division is my own constituency. 

81. Have you anything to say about the handwriting ?— There is nothimr 
very special about the handwriting; it looks various ; there is nothing to attract 
ones attention to it in the first instance; .it is smeared a good deal. 

8 2 ..Mr. Lowthei \] Does it look like accidental smearing, or intentional 
smearing . I should not have thought that it was intentional smearinv unless 
olten ttentl0n had bee “ speciaily called t0 ik Petitions come up very dirty very 

„ ToUernache] , Did yet receive any letter with that petition ?— I do 

not trunk 1 did. 1 sometimes do; sometimes I do not. 

8 4 . Viscount LynAngton] Do you identify any of the signatures in this peti- 
0“ / ‘hose of your constituents?-! do not. There is a name from 

person d " h ' ’ Wh '° h ' S “ my 4stnct; but 1 do not recollect the name of the 

from' the 6r t ™ S a P e . tition which y on presented on the 16th of March 
tTency h lat<WerS of Hackne y a “ d Maton r-That also is out of my consti- 

,, v OUl ? 5 I° U ex , amine that ( handing the petition to the Witness ) i— This 

handwriting looks rather more similar, looking down it now; but 1 should not 

have noticed it in the first instance. snomo noi 

87 Mr. Lowther] By “rather more similar” you mean that several of the 
signatures resemble each other ?— Yes. ’ nat se etal 01 the 

. they m ‘ sh 5 h ?y e bee ? written 8y the same person, though 
indicating different names and addresses ? — Yes. ° 

89. Chairman] Now your attention has been’ drawn to the smearing ■ do not 
you think that is intentional ? -In this petition it does look ratter X i’t 

thev'ar^ln ^ r J ule > do you look down the signatures to see that 

hem an and H orie "- 1 d » always look right to the end, but I open 
oXi’n’ttem® d ° Wn 6 s « naturest0 see ‘hat there is nothing out of 

.0 ?hosfp“ S StmCk y ° U ” th0Se ““l— Nothing struck me with regard 

The Committee-room having been cleared,— 

Mr. REGINALD BIDMEAD, was called in, sworn ; and Examined. 

to the Speak “ofthe House°of Commo^f-^ yI’*'”' *° Witness) ’ addressed 

— j do. ° ^° U attend ^ ere to ma ^ e a voluntary statement of your own accord ? 

are J 0U - ^1“* am out employment at the present time, 

in the City into Tnslrance ? “' 1 en ^ ed some time 

96. Chairman .] 
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9 6. Chairman.-] Were you employed to get up signatures to these petitions .!- 

1 ZT Who employed you ?— Mr. Hallett. 

ll ^^r y r“d^f S to be paid 4, per hundred signatures. 

,oo. Mr. Loath*.] Was that agreement in writing?— No, 

]°' 2 - g"o ] h InrCteTir^ouM not tell you definitely, but I 
should think I received about 3 l. to 3 l. 10 s. _ 

,03 Mr Lowther.-] Did you give a receipt for the money r-No. 

)% couid not say 

"sut on what date were you employed?-! could not tell you that 

X do you recognise this (handing to the Witness the Haggerston petition to 
the House upon the 6th of April) as that petition ? es. . 

10 8. Mr. Loudher.] Whose is the first name upon the petition ?-Walter 

X Did you receive that top part, the heading of the petition ?-Yes, with 
XSow did you begin your busies you received ^ “ 
retsffhey' ^m.Se^'^hout iy writing upon to obtain signatures, 
and to have the heading signed. for; hut I have . 

- k “ w tke real 

«* - - 

— Fo? the continuation of the coaL and wine dues. , 

, ,4 Colonel Bridget And you did not get a single one to that petttmn .. 

~]^ou went off at once and wrote them ouU-I "“hem from 

u6. CMirrnanl Did you take any diree.ory or book ?-I wrote them 

a directory. , t1lp Haeaerston petition you will find a smear ; did you 

n 7. If you look at the Hagger iton P the ^ when they were wet. 

smear 'them ?-They are re ‘ sl X t hat purpose when they were wet ? 

-1 foidedto up when they wC L. I wrote the names down and foided 

. t Qf the 

Mr. w. U] These names and addresses are taben out of the 

“ss “ RobetKi T y : 

eV "rXor“m1-Yt Iknow him, bnt lhad nothing to do with 
had nothing to 

kn"w 4 mf ' I “ffiarn”: Majesty's Theatre at the meeting upon the 

Home Rule question. R , demonstration there ; was it a 

125. When there was an “ ailas t Home Rule, 

meeting against Home Rule . giving you orders ? — Yes. 

126 Mr. Hallett was very ”-Yes. 

127. That the signatures must be btmdji 
1 A 4 

0.73. 
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1 28. But he did not say what the consequences would be if they were not - 

No. 

129. Viscount Lymington.] What were the exact words he used to you when 

he said they must be bond fide ?— He said, “ You are doing nothing, are you ? ” 
and I said, “ Nothing.” And he said, “ I have something for you to do. W e 
are getting up a petition for the continuance of the coal and wine dues, if you 
like to get some signatures,” he said, “ I will pay you is. a hundred, but you 
will perfectly understand you are to canvass for them, and to get them, and they 
are to he perfectly born fide." ' 

130. Chairman.'] So you acted contrary to your instructions? — I did. 

131. Mr. Lowther.] Did you take any other steps to get signatures besides 
what you have told the Committee, namely, that you made them yourself; did 
you take them into a public-house : —No. 

132. Are there other petitions of yours? — Yes. I wrote altogether about 
1,600 or 1,700. 

. '33- Not petitions, but signatures ?— Yes ; I wrote from 1,600 to 1,700 
sign uta res. 

134. Chairman.'] Were you employed upon any other petition but the 
Haggerston petition ? — I was employed to get signatures where I could. 

135. Mr. Lowther.] Were you given other tops of petitions? — Yes. 

136. Do you know what became of those petitions? — I got some more 
signatures ; that is to say, I wrote some more ; there are only 400 or 500 in the 
Haggerstori petition. 

• 37. You said you got about 1,500 signatures? — I got 1,600 or 1,700 
altogether. 

138. Where are the other petitions ; do you know what became of the other 
petitions ?— I got some in Stoke Newington, if I remember rightly, and some in 
Hackney ; that is about all, I think. 

139. Chairman.] Did you get any in East London and Dalston ? — I forget for 
the moment. 

140. Lower Clapton and Dow ? — I got some signatures in Dalston. 

141. Colonel Bridgman.] How long was it between the time you received 
this heading from Mr. Hallett and the time you gave it him back ?— 1 should 
not like to say definitely; I should think four, or five days, but 1 should not 
like, to say positively. 

142. You did nothing all the time. You say in your letter you were in 
a hurry for the money ; now you say you waited four of five days, and then you 
took it back to Mr. Hallett? — You must perfectly understand that I did not 
write the 400 or 500 signatures in one day. 

'43- Then what did you do r — Perhaps I wrote 150 of those 500 one dav and 
150 the next, so that I should be able, to get a round sum at the end of the 
week. 

. 344. But why did you not try to get them, as you had four or five days to do 
it in ; what were you doing on the other days ; what prevented you from going 
lound to get signatures. I do not see what you gained, as you had the time ? 

1 was sure I could get this number of 400 or 500 signatures : but it was very 
wet at the time. 

145. But were you in any other employment r— No. 

146. Then you did nothing those days ; it was only to save you the trouble of 
going about to get the signatures ?— No, it was to get the money quicker; be- 
cause 1 knew I could get the money. 

1 47- .But you might as well have gone round to get the signatures ; because 
you did not get the money any quicker ? — I think Mr. Hallett engaged me 
upon the Saturday, and I think I presented these petitions upon the Wednes- 

14S. But were you doing nothing upon those four days when you might 
have gone round ; how were you occupying your time ? — I was writing these 
signatures. 0 J 0 

149. But 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 



9 



6th May 1887.] 



Mr. Bidmead. 



]j Continued . 



149. But that would not take you four days ?— I wrote them very carefully. 

ISO Mr Lowther.l Had you anv fear that Mr. Hallett should find out that 
you had done them yourself? — I had that fear ; that was the reason I wrote one 

different from the other. . .. , 5 

1^1 . Was that the reason you did not return these petitions to him direc y . 

• —No. . 

152. Mr. Dalrymple.] Were you. required to return them by a given day r . 
" _ 15 °3 - Did Mr. Hallett make any observation as to the speed you had used r 

154. It must have appeared to him that you were very quick about the work r 

He made no remarks whatever. _ .. , , 

!55. Why did you say, in your letter to the Speaker, that your necessity led 
vou to forge the signatures -—Because it did. . _ T 

^ 1 <16 How did your necessity lead you to forge the signatures r Because (if I 
may be allowed to make a little statement) I had been out of employment for 

some tim - ^ te what yoll sa id j n your letter to the Speaker : “ I was and 
am in great poverty, having been out of employment for many months ; and, 
wTthout considering the grave offence I was committing, was induced by my 
necessity to commit the fraud upon the House of Commons and my employer. 

So 1 ask you, how did your necessity lead you to forge the signatures ; why did 
your necessity not lead you to do the work legitimately .'-Because I knew I 
could obtain the money to pay my expenses. , ,. . 

,,8 But as an honourable Member opposite asked you, why did your 
necessity not lead you to do the work rather than to forge the signatures?- 
Because I knew I could not get so many. . , e 

fro But vou were not boSnd in time ?-I wanted a certain amount of money 
by Wednesday, I think it was, ami I knew very well that if 1 concocted this 
thing cleverly' I should be able to obtain it ; otherwise, if I walked round, I did 
not suppose 1 should be able to get half the signatures. . 

160. You did not test your power of getting signatures m the day at 

N °i6i. You sat down to write them yourself, as I understand ?— Yes. 

162 You preferred that. I suppose it was an easier task ; but are you sure 
there was no Understanding with your employer as to when you were bnn a 

the petitions back?— None whatever. , 

16a Then again, you are sure there was no opinion expressed as to the 
expedition you had used in getting signatures ?-No. 

l64 . Viscount «» ] How -0 y- aecouut W- time; thesis the 

P w"f ^urfimffrom SaJurd^to wf dnesday , Saturday . Sunday, Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday?-! should not go out on the Sunday. 

s ski aft.n.tts.-jK CA 1 ” 
ss ass isas w. 

‘iislsiasiFt- 

ttSSlSSwif 

169 I think there are about 500 signatures to that petition . 
b r 7 rDo 0 °y“ d sTthat Mr. Hallett expressed no surprise, or gave you.no 

e. 7 . 3 - B 
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praise, or said nothing about the rapidity with which you got those signatures? 
— Not that I remember. 

171. With regard to the 1,600 or 1,700 signatures you spoke about were 
they Haggerston signatures, or not; the first signatures you got? — I think so 
but I would not vouch for it. 

172. But will you attend to this : you say you got the Haggerston signatures 
between a particular Saturday and Wednesday? — I did not say particularly; I 
said I thought it was. 

173. But surely you could remember whether you got any other signatures 
for the petition before that ; had you, or had you not ; was the Haggerston 
petition the first, or not ; you must remember that ; was the Haggerston petition 
the first that Mr. Hallett employed you on ? — If I remember rightly, it was. 

174. Was Mr. Hallett the person who employed you and paid you for the 
whole of these 1,600 or 1,700 signatures? — Yes. 

175. But the Haggerston petition was the first you got in between the Satur- 
day and the Wednesday ; how long did it take you to get in the remainder of 
the 1,600 or 1,700? — I think altogether I was employed between three weeks 
and a month ; I would not guarantee that, because I do not remember the 
dates. 

176. How were you paid? — I was paid when I got them in. 

177. Mr. M‘ Lagan.] A lump sum?— When I took the signatures in I was 
paid. 

178. Mr. Donald Crawford.] How long have you known Mr. Hallett?—. 
About two years. 

179. Do you remember how you first became acquainted with him ?— I could 
not tell you how I first became acquainted with him. 

180. Do you remember when he first employed you for any purpose ?— The 
first time I think was at the Guildhall ; I forget what meeting it was, but there 
was a meeting at the G uildhall at which he employed me. 

1 8 1 . Were you a steward then? — Yes. 

182. What was that meeting at the Guildhall for?— I do not remember • I . 
think it was in connection with Home Rule. 

183. You do not remember the object of it; was it about two years ago when 
you first knew Mr. Hallett ? — Yes ; it was about two years ago. 

184. We would like to know very much how you first came to know Mr. 
Hallett; were you introduced to him as a person wanting employment, or how 
was it that you first got to know him ?— I forget ; I think I was introduced to 
him by a friend of mine in Hackney. 

185. What was his name ? — Smith. 

1 o 6 ‘ S?* is a coramon name is his full name ?— Thomas Smith. 

187. What is his address ?— That I cannot tell you; I do not know. 

1 o 8 ‘ 1 see y° u S Ive y° ar a ge in your statemeut as 23 ?— Yes. 

When you first knew Mr - Hallett you would be about 21 ?— I 
would be about 21, but 1 do not remember exactly how long I have known 



190. Mr. Donald Crawford.] What payment did you receive when you 
officiated as steward of these meetings ; what payment did you get at the Guild- 
hall meeting, of which you do not remember the object ?— I think it was 4 s. 

.v. 1 9 1 ; How long had you been out of employment when Mr. Hallett gave you 
this job ?— About 10 months, I should think. 

192. How have you been supporting yourself ?— I am living in lodgings ; my 
brot ler supported me part of the time, and when his means failed him my 
landlady has allowed me to run my bill on. 

193. Is this 1,600 or 1,700 signatures, taking them altogether, the first time 
you have been employed by anybody to get signatures to a petition ?— -It is. 

194. Did you go to Mr. Hallett and ask him for this employment, or did he 
come to you? — He met me. 

^ are - street ;- Hackney, and he asked me if I was doing 
anything, as I said before ; I said, No. 

196. And 
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,06 And VOU have told the Committee that you are acquainted with Mr. 
Cariton Roberts, but not in connection with this matter i — 1 know him, but not 
in connection with this matter. I have seen him; I do not know him personally. 

197. Do you mean to say you have never spoken to bnn. Never. 

, 08. Chairman .] You merely know him by sight but have had no personal 
communication with him i— No, I only knew lnm through this mattei. This is 
the first time I have ever spoken to him. I have seen him, or course. 

100 Mr Donald Crawford.'] But I thought you said that you did not know 
him 9 m connection with this matter ?-Only that I have spoken to- him since 

this sad affair, as I may call it. . T . , . -r 

200 What has passed between you upon this matter lately .—I told him I 
should make a clean breast of the matter, and that he could find me at my 
residence; that I should notin any way endeavour to get out of it, but the best 
tliinv I thought I could do would be to make a clean breast of it. 

201 . But how did you come to him ? — I saw him at the City agent s office, 
Mr. Wragg ; that is the first time I saw him. 

202 Where is Mr. Wragg’s office 1 — In Great St. Helens. 

20a. Who told you to go to Mr. Wragg’s office to meet Mr. Carlton Huberts . 
j did not go to meet Mr. Carlton Roberts ; I went before Mr. Wragg. 

204. Chairman.] And there you met Mr. Roberts, did you ?- Yes. 

20s. Viscount Lymingtm .] Who induced you to go to Mr. Carlton Roberts? 
I was fetched ; my employer, Mr. Hallett, fetched me. 

206. Mr. Donald Crawford.] When was that ?-About a week or ten days 
ago ; I could not say exactly. 

207. Mr. Tollemache.] That was after this matter had been mentioned in 
public r— It was after the Haggerston affair. 

2„ S . Mr. Donald Oxford.] IWhen was «>e & 

■ ~ time back - 1 had 

5 s. on that occasion. 

209. For being a steward r— Yes. 

N °'„. Mr. Donald Crawford .] What time did you receive the last sum of 

“r^WasTt" irS monthi-Yes, within the last month. 




was committing a fraud. imon this sort of work before: 

•”>* • 

steward. ' hi take the tickets, and to show the 

21 a What were your duties ?— Simply to tage me uca 

, ,. i +io npn tn their respective seats in the stalls. 

ladies and gentlemen to tneu H-illett 

a ? - Mr; " 

fetched me. , v P , 

2 , 7 . Fetched you from your lodgin, . • ^ ^ heard that 

218. Mr. Tollemache.] Yo “ whichwas said to he forged ; did 

there was some discussion about this petition vvnic down and fetched me 

you go to Mr. Hallett, or did he come to you . 

one morning to Mr. Wragg. ^ 2 219- Viscount 

0.73- 
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219. Viscount Lymington. ] What did Mr. Hallett say to you when he 

and fetched you ?-H. said, “You have got to come down, and go beforeT 
Wragg to give your evidence about this matter.” & ir " 

220. Chairman.'] Is Mr. Wragg a solicitor Yes. 

221. Or a political agent ? — I think he is both. 

222. Mr. M'Lagan.] Did you say he was solicitor to the Corporation '-—I 
said he was a City agent ; he is a solicitor likewise. 

ih. 2 , 2 i 3 » M 7 !>7u y0l l where y™ wrote that letter to the Speaker?- 1 wrote 
thm letter to the Speaker at the Hackney Conservative Club, in the Glenarm- 

•224. Not in Mr. Wragg’s office ? — No. 

225. Had you a copy of that letter before you ? — I had not. 

226. You wrote it entirely from your own ideas?— I wrote it entirely from 

my own ideas. * lulu 

227. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Are you a member of the Hackney Conservative 

Uub .—I am not a member of the Hackney Conservative Club, but I tro there 
with my brother. eie 

228. Mr- M'Lagan.] Where were you employed before?— At Messrs. De 

Bern ales and Co. 47 Cornhdl, large insurance brokers ; the French companies 
having lost a lot of money through losing the English risks, they were obliged 
to withdraw their agencies ; when I went there there were 30 clerks mid 
when I left, I left two behind me. J 

229. Were you engaged anywhere after thatf-Yes, I was engaged after that 
by another insurance broker, Mr. Baker, in the Royal Exchange Avenue ■ I left 
there to better myself,, but 1 gave notice to leave before I had really lot the 
second situation, so I jumped out of the frying pan into the fire, as it were I 
had not got the second situation before I left the first. 

230. Have you any certificates from those employers at all ?— No • but I can 

refer you to them. ' lc “ 

T I’ e < ) u “ tion put to you more than once, why did you not go 

the t s, S natur fS- instead of sitting down to write them yourself; is it 

rlo l n u y ou ; v .e r eidly inclined ?-No. 1 thought I could get more money. 
232- And you tried to disguise the signatures as you wrote them? — I did. 

233. Now let me ask you a question about how you got the signatures ; the 
Haggerston petition you got the signature for first ?— Yet S 

tlmlv Jt?,V h , e t n t0 ° k ®‘° ke Newington ; I think you mentioned that, and got 
tile signatures there next ? — Yes, I took that in. 6 

Gnw'TwJ WiU tal 7 th o, H , aCk r n 7 ancl Ho “ er,on petition, presented by Sir 
WZness ) ’ P °” Mar ° h - {The Pe “ tion was ‘^ibited to the 

236. Do you recognise your handwriting there ?— Yes, that is my petition. 

tbe ^ '■ I fnok° U reco f‘! se ‘bat the whole of the signatures are yours?— Most of 

ZZ but a Ilf dea ii f pams m d0in s lhis ; 1 not swear to any of 

tnose, hut a great many of them were mine. 

Ill' Then^hiw ' mple d Were y ° U ass ' sted by an y boli y ?-No, I was not. 
tllaUhev -ire Id you not swear to all that are there?— I would not swear 

mat they are all mine, hut they look like them. 

D °, y0U !*""* how the sheets a r e P^ted together; 
yours?— I will refer to it™* 866 ' f a " ^ si S natures on that particular sheet are 

paste tke sheets to s ath “ y° urself! 

^ ‘be petition, the prayer of 

signtiure ■ P rHd t v e , < * rSt -i C | t 7 at con i a ’ ns the petition there must be at least one 
signaiuie , did you write the first signature in each case ?- Yes. 

244- Mr. M‘ Lagan.] Will you answer that question about the separate sheets, 

because 
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because I want to know whether there was any other person employed besides 

signatures, are all the signatures you 
wro?e together” one sheet --Yes, I am going through the sheets, and I will 
recognise mine. 

The Witness having examined the petition from end to end, 

Witness.'] Those are my sheets. 

246. The whole of them?— Yes, the whole of them. 

247. How many signatures are there in the Hackney petition . 
hundred and eighty-one. 

The Bow petition presented on the 23rd March, being handed to the 
Witness. 

248. Do you recognise your own signatures there ?— Yes, that is another of 

^249 6 Who is that petition presented by ?— Captain Colomb. 

250. Did you sign all these ? — Yes. 

251. Mr. Lowther .] Did you sign Lewis Levi 

252. All of them?— Yes. 



-Yes, those are my sheets. 



253. Chairman.'] You were asked by an honourable Member !?^ e L^ u 

you the U , I - 

very sorry I have done it. 

The signature of Lewis Le.i being exhibited to the Witness. 

254. Mr. M‘ Lagan.] Did you sign that Yes. 

255. Mr. TollmacU.] And you signed the signature to the prayer in that 
case ? — Yes. 

256. Mr. Lowther.'] Were you particular about putting down the exac 

address?— Yes, I copied it as it was. 

257. Mr. Tollemach,] What direct^ -did 

Jitd^tat “ce ^ Lo 'don Directory) ; 1 

took it from a suburban directory. , 

259. I have 10, Campbell-road^Bow^ direcuny* of this 
Mr. Baynes ; was it a directory of this year. 

"1 Mr. Lowther.] You procured the paper for yourself, did you not 1-Do 
you mean tp write on i 

yoSktSSSgT^ 

bnt I never read it. 

sented on the 24th of March, you say on oath that yon s.gnea y 

Is that Si9mlUret ° 

the Witness) ? — It is not. r nwpv Clanton presented by Sir 

268. This is a petition of the Tatep y Wil] . L 20 Urswick-road, Lower 

Guyer Hunter, on 21st March 1887 • Dee, . . 

Clapton ; ” is that your signature r. » innature ) (—■ No, it is not, I think. 

269. Is this your signature (fotntmg to a signature) . 

I really cannot say. 270. You 

u-73- 6 
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270. You cannot swear whether you wrote any of that or not ; recollect vou 

are on your oath ; you say you did not write the first signature, and that von 
did write all the others ; is that what you say r — Yes. 1 

271. Chairman.] William Lee is upon the first sheet ; that you did not sier 

but you signed all the rest 1 — That is so ; I signed all the rest. 8 ’ 

Q72. Colonel Bridgewall.] You received this heading from Mr. Hallett?— Yes 

273. With that signature upon it ?— No, not with that signature upon it 

274. Then who did write it r — The man himself. 

275. You swear that William Lee, of No. 20, Urswickroad, wrote that 
signature ?— 1 gave it to him to do. He did not write his name then hut 
afterwards he said, “ Very well, I will take it.” 

276. Mr. Lowther.] You know William Lee?— Yes, I know Lee 1 took the 
petition to him. I had it in my pocket, and 1 asked him to sign it He said 
“ Very well, I will sign it for you;” so he took it home. 

277. And he brought it you the next day? — I saw him outside his house the 
next day when he was going to the City. 

278. Colonel Bridgman] The petition was away from your possession for 

one day ! — Yes. r 

279. He took it away one day?— Yes. 

280. And he gave you that back signed the next day i— Yes. 

youreeif ^ y ° U SOt ^ signature9 which *0“ added to it 

the fi rst ^nature appended to the 
Hackney and East London Petition). Did you sign that? Yes. 

eve 2 ryonJof Zsef-lef' ^ ^ 7 ° U ^ aIready admiUed that si S“ d 

intend\ffoIW Z tw"' ] kn ° W if S™ si 8 ned the & st signature, and I 

intend to follow that up by asking you whether when you received the first 

of them ?— No^ 

Mr 8 Wrfe.m Z -f ToLf no? 3 '° U ™ the date when 3™ went t0 see 

ago* So 1 d * ay "' h “ t da Y [t was exactly ; it was a short time 

remember if I do'not. l0 ” 8 380 ? ~ N °’ “ ‘ S n0t 5 but il ‘ S of n0 use m Y sa y iD g 1 

iKrt. Ile f l »? ckn . e!r ood Dalston Petition presented by Sir Lewis Pellv on the 
16th of March, was exhibited to the Witness. eiiy on me 

287. Have you seen this petition before ?-I have seen this petition before. 

288. Viscount Lymmgton.] Did you sign every name of that petition ?— Yes. 

the T 16th ofMarch” 8 Dals \ on presented by Mr. Joseph Howard on 

me loth of March, was exhibited to the Witness. 

Witness.] That is all mine. 

289. Mr. Lowther.] All of it?— I did not look at the last sheet. 

The Witness having unrolled it to examine the last sheet. 

Witness.] Yes, all ofit. 

Tames £ om DaIst ° n ’ Hackney, and Kingsland, presented by Sir 

ogg on the 25th of April, was exhibited to the Witness. 

sbad baV - e to ^ ook * n *° Petition very carefully before I 
writing exammm 9 Me signatures) the first signature is not my 

The Witness put marks upon certain sheets. 

Witness.] I am marking those which are mine. The first sheet of 

signatures 
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signatures has nothing to do with me in the slightest, and the prayer sheet 
is not mine. 

Out of this Petition there were three sheets which the Witness marked 
with a cross as having written the signatures himself. 

290. Mr. Lowther. ] There are only three sheets of signatures which are 
vours? — 'Yes; there are three which are mine. 

291. How many signatures would, there be in them ?— There are about 120 
upon these three sheets. 

292. Mr. Donald Cranford.'] I should like to know more particularly about 
your first acquaintance with Mr. Hallett ; you said you were introduced to him 
by a friend of yours named Thomas Smith ? — If I recollect rightly, it is some 
time ago. 

293. Who is Thomas Smith ? — That I cannot tell you. 

294. I think you said that his Christian name is Thomas? — Yes. 

295. You do not know what his occupation is ?— No, I have not seen him for 

a considerable time. ‘ 

296. About what age is he ? — He is about 26 or 27> I should think. 

297. You do not know what his occupation was at that time ? — I do not know. 
208. How was it you met Thomas Smith at that time? — Amongst other 

11 299 S ' Was he a friend of Mr. Hallett’s also?— I should imagine he was ; I did 
not really know his affairs. 

300 Surely it was a circumstance of some importance, in your position, to 
be introduced to Mr. Hallett; it is not a thing that occurs _ every day; could 
you remember what that occasion was?— There was no occasion at all, so tar as 
I recollect ; I really put no account upon the matter at all. I think I was 
walking with Thomas Smith and he met Mr. Hallett, and Thomas Smith 
introduced me, if I recollect rightly; it was merely a casual introduction ; I did 

not take much notice of it. T thuah, , 

301“. Although you made so much impression upon Mr. Hallett that he shortly 
afterwards gave you employment ? — I do not know ; it was not shortly after- 

302 How was it you were employed the first time by Mr. Hallett ? {After 
pausing to consider) I saw him ; I knew he had something to do with the election 
in Hackney. 

303. Chairman."] Was it a Parliamentary Election or a School Board 
Election ?— I do not know what it was exactly ; it was an election at the Town 
Hall ; a Parliamentary Election, I think. 

004. Mr. Donald Crawford.] How long ago was this f-I do not recollect 
exactly. Either somebody mentioned my name to him, 1 think that was it, or 

somebo wbat . this ; s j mpor t a nt, you know ?— I think somebody told 

him, if I remember correctly, that I was doing nothing, and could he do some- 
thing for me, as the election was about to take place; it was thought very likely 
that & I might get some work upon the election. 

306. Who was it that recommended you?— X could not recollect ^nt some- 
body recommended me. My brother told me that Mr, Hallett wanted to see 
me ; he was then at the election rooms m the Amherst-road, Hacku H 
simply wanted to see my handwriting, and in case anything came in the way he 

would give me some employment. . . . n,i.„ 

307. Then he employed you at the meeting?— Yes, as a steward, to take 
tickets at the door. 

408 Chairman 1 But you say he wanted to see your handwriting ?— Tlmt 
wafanoSt occasion; thlt was It the election. I was doing 
about, and somebody, I suppose, put in a kind word ^ ^ 

me, “ Mr. Hallett wants to see you ; he, perhaps, can do somettang for you 
1 went round to see him in the morning, and asked him if he would la y 
remember me. I gave him my address, and left him- 

309. What is your brother ?-He is in a merchant s office in the Gity.^ ^ 

0.73. , B 4 
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310. Does he know Mr. Hallett? — No, I do not think so. 

311. Then how did he know thar. Mr. Hallett wanted to see you ? — I do not 
know ; I cannot recollect. In fact, we do not go into particulars in these 
matters ; and if I had known that I should have been examined about the 
matter, I would have laid myself out to get the particulars. 

312. This, you say, was about two years ago ? — Yes. 

313. Now you say you are living from hand to mouth, or knocking about- 

have you been out of employment altogether as long as two years ?— I have 
been out of employment for 10 months altogether now. I was out of employ- 
ment before then. ^ 

314. But two years ago were you in the employment of an insurance broker? 
— No, I was out of employment two years ago, again. 

315. How long were you employed previous 10 that 10 months before you 
were out of employment ?— I was in the insurance office in Cornhill for three 
to three and a half years, or something like that ; and then I went to an oleo- 
graph manufacturers in the City-road. They went into the Bankruptcy Court. 
From there I was out of a berth, I think, about four or five months ; and then 
I went to this insurance office in the Royal Exchange Avenue, and I was there 
about 15 months ; after that I was in Covent Garden Market as a salesman’s 
clerk. 

316. But you are not able to tell the Committc-e what led Mr. Hallett to seek 
you out upon that occasion when he told you to give him a specimen of your 
handwriting ? — I am not able to tell you. 

317. Mr, . Lowt/ter.] Did he get a specimen of your handwriting ? — I think 
so. He said, “ Give me your name and address.” 

318. Mr. Crawford .] But you did not tell the Committee who recommended 
you ?— No, I did not trouble about it. I said to myself, “Now I have o 0 t a 
stroke of luck; I will go and see him”; it did not put me about in the 
slightest. 



3 1 9- Lymington.] Does your brother know who recommended 

you to Mr. Hallett ? No ; I should say that he would have forgotten all about 
the matter entirely now. 

320. Does he live with you now ? — Yes. 

321- Mr. Dalrl/mple .] When you were employed by Mr. Hallett about the 
signatures, where did you go to see Mr. Hallett?— At his house 

302. Is it a private house, or an office ? — A private house 

323. When was the introduction to Mr. Hallett Y-I could not tell you when. 

3 2 4- there is a little confusion of dates. First you say two years ago, and 
then you say you do not know ?— It would be about two years ago. 
lM recodection °f the first occasion upon which you saw 

Mr. Hallett ?~The first occasion upon which I saw Mr. Hallett, as I said before, 
was in Mare-street, Hackney. 

, r °T ft t n y° u ? eet > Mm about this business, about the petitions, 

before this r I should have fallen across him casually, perhaps, once a fortnight, 
or something' of that kind. 6 

327. But you do not see a man of business casually ; there must have been 
some occasion for you to have seen him ?-I had no occasion to see him ; I had 
nothing to do. ’ 



328. Mr. Lmvther.'} Do you mean, when you say you saw him casually, that 
\ou went to see him, or that he met you?—! saw him casuallv ; I just passed 
the time of day, and said, “ How do you do.” ' 



329. Mr. Daliymple .] 
Because I told him so. I 
I should be very grateful. 



Uo '\ did * le W you were out of occupation? — 
told him, “Any time you can lend me a helping hand 



33°. Now let me ask you another question: Do you know anybody else 
whom Mr. Hallett employed in the same way about the petitions?— No. 

. 33 1 - Have you heard of anyone whom he has employed in the same way 
since this question arose ? — No. 



332. Now 
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332. Now, about when did you go to Mr. Wragg ? — It would be about a week 
or 10 days ago, as near as I can recollect ; I cannot tell the dav. 

333. But you have remembered a number of things, and I should think you 
would have remembered that. This is the 6th of May ; when do you think, as 
far as you can recollect, the visit to Mr. Wragg occurred r— I will try and 
think, as near as I possibly can, what time it was. {The Witness paused to 

consider.) . 

334. As far as you know, what day of the week was it. that you went to 
Mr. Wragg '—I should think it was last Wednesday fortnight. 

335. But you said a week or 10 days ago?— I am going into it accurately. 

I said I thought about a week or 10 days ago. 

33O. Did Mr. Hallett coine to you, or send for you ? — He came for me. 

337. "Why did he say you were to go to Mr. Wragg ? — He said that I had to 
go to Mr. Wragg ; to go before him to give my evidence about this Haggerston 
Petition. I said I was perfectly willing to do that. 

338. What had Mr. Wragg to do in the matter? — I do not know in the 
slightest. 

339- Were not you surprised at being summoned to go before a man who, 
as far as you knew, had nothing to do with the matter? — No, not at all. I 
knew Mr. Wragg was the City agent, and I thought it only natural that he 
might have been employed to go into this matter for the House of Commons. . 

340. What is Mr. Wragg?— He works on behalf of the Conservative cause in 

the City of London. m , w , _ _ . . ^ . 

341. 1 want vou to tell us what passed at Mr. Wragg s?— I simply sat down 

and told him, as I am doing now, and he asked me about my evidence ; iie 
cross-examined me. . ,, 

342. About what did he cross-examine you? — About tins Haggerston 

Petition. 

343. Was that in reference to the signatures r— Yes. 

34a. Viscount Lymington .] Was there any third person present besides your- 
self and Mr. Wragg?— Yes, Mr. Roberts was there and Mr. Hallett; they were 
all three together. 

34.5. Chairman.] Mr. Wragg and Mr. Hallett were both there ?— Yes. 

346. Who suggested your writing to the Speaker r— Myself. I asked the 
question first of all ; I said, “ I have done something that I am very sorry for, 
and 1 should like to be able to see Lord Claud Hamilton himself first, so that 
I might make au open statement of it.” He said, No, you could not do that ; 
you might write to the Speaker.” 

347. Who said that? — Mr. Hallett. ... 

348. When did Mr. Hallett say that ?— Directly after the meeting with 

IMr. W raff 0- . . 

540. Then I repeat the question, who suggested your writing to the 
Speaker: — I suggested it; I asked the question ; I asked would it be advisable. 

3.50. Chairman. 1 I understood you to say that you said you would like to see 
Lord Claud Hamilton, and they said you could not do it; but that you might 
write to the Speaker? — Yes. 

351. Mr. Dalrymple.'] That is the question I have been asking you: who 
suggested that you should write to the Speaker r— Mr. Hallett, but upon my 

own recommendation. „ . . . .. , , „ 

3--. 2. How did you know how to address the Speaker; it is not eveiybody 
who knows how to address an official; who told you?— My own education, 

1 S 353 M Veiy k few people know. Many people live long lives and never know 
how to address high officials, and 1 am surprised that you should know; how 
did you know how to address the Speaker; how did you know that he w 
“ The Right Honourable,” that he was a member ot the Privy Council . 

I thought that was the right way. , Qn0 „T, 0 „ 9 

354° Was it Mr. Hallett who instructed you to write to the Speaker . 

I suggested it myself. I said to him, I should like to see Lord Claud Hamllt °Jb 
0.73. c 
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and he said, “You could not do that; you might write to the Speaker;” at 
least he said that it would be a good idea. 

355. Do you mean to say you wrote of your own accord to the Speaker? 
— Yes. 

356. After all that has passed in this room, do you say that the letter to the 
Speaker was your own idea, and that you knew of your own knowledge how to 
address the Speaker? — I wrote the letter first of all and I showed it to Mr. Hallett • 
I said, “ Is that right ; do you think that is a good letter ? That is my idea 
upon the subject ; do you think that is correct ?” He said, “ That will do very 
well.” One or two alterations I daresay there might have been. 

357. Were the terms of the letter to the Speaker all your own ? — Yes, my 
own words all the way through. 

3,58. Were the terms of the letter to the Speaker your own all the wav 
through ? — Yes, it was all my own composition. 

359. Was the wording of the letter all your own ? — Yes. 

360. Chairman.'] And was the address all your own ? — Yes. 

361. Mr. Dairy tuple.] You submitted the letter so written to Mr. Hallett?— 
Yes, I showed it to Mr. Hallett. 

362. And it was thought, I suppose, that that apology would end the matter? 
— No, 1 did not think so. I never thought that it would end the matter at all. 
I never thought for one moment that it would ; but I thought it was best to 
write the letter and make a clean breast of the matter. 

363. The letter to the Speaker only related to the Haggerston Petition; have 
you seen Mr. Wragg again since then ? — No. 

364. Then there has been no apology to the House of Commons in reference 
to the other petition ? — No, that was the only petition I was accused of ; I have 
now owned to the others. 

365. You have been very candid about a good many matters ; now let me ask 
you this : when did you tell Mr. Hallett that you had forged the signatures ?— 
When we were going up in the train to see Mr. Wragg. 

366. What did he say ? It was upon the day vou were summoned to go to 
Mr. Wragg that you told him so, as I understand you ?— Yes. 

367. V hat did he say r — Me said that it was a very very unpleasant business, 
and that he was very sorry I had committed myself in such away. He thought 
he could have trusted me. and that it would not only be disagreeable for me, 
but that it would be disagreeable for all parties concerned. 

368. Then it was upon that same day that he authorised your writing to the 

Speaker ?— Yes, I spoke to him after I had seen Mr. Wragg. When I was 
questioned by Mr. Wragg I saw the grave offence I had committed, and [ wanted 
to take steps, I did not know what really to do, and that led up to my asking 
him if I could see Lord Claud Hamilton. • 

369. - Did Mr. Wragg approve of the affair of writing to the Speaker? — He 
knew nothing about it ; it was a second consideration ; it was after I liad left his 
office that that was thought about. 

370. Did you leave the office with Mr. Hallett ?— No. 

371. How soon after the visit to Mr. Hallett did you write the letter to the 
Speaker .—' 1 wo or three days, I think ; I cannot remember the date ; I think I 
saw Mr. Wragg on the Wednesday. 

372. What \\ ednesday ? — I think it was about last Wednesday fortnight, if 
my mind serves me. 

373 ’, the day that you went to Mr. Wragg with Mr. Hallett that 

you told Mr. Hallett you had forged the signatures r — Yes : when I was going 
up in the train. 

374. And it was upon the day you visited Mr. Wragg with Mr. Hallett 
th&t it was decided that you were to write to the Speaker? — Yes, that is right. 

375. What was the date of your letter to the Speaker ?— That I cannot tell 
you ; I ought to have taken a copy of it. 

376 . Mr., To Hem ache.} But it was not written the same day as you were at 
Mr. Wragg s . It was not written the same day as I was at Mr. Wragg’s. 

377. How long after that do you think it was ? — I think it was the day after. 

378. Mr. 
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378. Mr. Dalrymple ,'J Did Mr. Wragg know of your letter to the Speaker ? — 

N °379. It was only Mr. Hallett who approved of your writing to the Speaker ; 
have you seen Mr. Wragg since you wrote to the Speaker ? — No. 

3S0. You have not seen him about the other petitions ? — No ; I was only 
accused of the Haggerston Petition ; that is all I was brought up for. 

381. Now, I will ask you one more question ; as I understand, you received 
all these headings of the petitions from Mr. Hallett; — Yes. 

382. All of them ? — Yes. 

383. Mr. Donald Crawford .] When you confessed to Mr. Hallett, going up in 
the train, that you had forged the signatures to the Haggerston petition, did he 
ask you anything about the thousand other signatures which you had obtained for 
him practically about the same time ?— No, not that 1 recollect. 

384. He did not ask you whether those signatures were genuine or notr— I 
do not think so ; wait a minute. (After consideration.) Yes, he did; I recollect 

n °38.5. Did you say that they were, or that they were not?— Which ; the other 

° n ^8(i Yes, the other ones?— I said the other ones that I had done, the best 
part of them were fictitious; and I expressed at the same time that he would 
always be able to find me ; that I would see the matter through. 

38- You told him that you would see the matter through (—yes, that 1 
would see the matter through ; that I would make a clean breast of it. 

q88 Then the course of writing to the Speaker was taken, at Ins suggestion ; 
vou showed ’him the letter, and, as I understand, he said that it would do 
with some alterations ; you said something about some alterations 1 said 
thorp mav have been some alterations. , 

380 And those alterations were made by Mr. Hallett? — If I did not word 
it properly • I think, as far as I recollect, he suggested that I should make some 
alterations ; I recollect, however, that I did not make the alterations myself; I 

did not write anything fresh. - . ,, . 

,00 I understand Mr. Hallett at that time knew, by your confession that 
you had forged several other signatures to petitions at the same time r— Y es 
5 301 When he advised you to write to the Speaker, making a full confession 
with regard to the Haggerston Petition, he did not advise you to make any 
reference to the other petitions r-But I do not refer to the Haggerston petition 

now before the 

House* of Commons in relation .0 the petition of W^ty to 
it is with great shame and sorrow that I feel it my duty to statu Uiatsucu 
petition was one entirely concocted by me, and in express _ opposition to the 
instructions of Mr. Hallett who employed me fa .collect Ahe of _rete- 

navers and others in the neighbourhood. So that Mi. HaUetts name is 

expreLly mentioned in th^letter,^e havii^een iV‘^ho 

h lapten th y at no reference, in writing to 
the Speaker, was made to the other forgeA petitions which you forged at the 
same time ; can you give any explanation of that ? No. 

393. Mr. Lowther.} You knew that there were other petitions with false 

na 3ol ‘Mr ‘ Halhtftdso knew that there were other petitions with forged names 
to them, did he not ?-I told him at the time. 

395- ™rvmfbo* decideThlt ' you would not say anything about it ?-0h, 
dea 3 , 9 n*ofl sSl ^“iling, as I said before, to carry the matter 

ri t97 th What do you mean by - carrying the matter right ^thi-ough - ?-That if 
I called upon at any moment to do as I have done now, to come before 
House, I would do so, and make a clean breast of it. 

n 2 398 . Mr. 
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398. Mr . LowtherJ] That you would lake the whole blame of it?— That I 
would recognise my own writing, which 1 have done. 

399. He said it would be disagreeable for all parties concerned ; did Mr 
Hallett say that ?— Mr. Hallett said it was a very unfortunate affair, and that it 
would make things disagreeable for all parties concerned. 

400. What did you understand by that? — That I had committed an offence 
which would cause a great deal of trouble; I was very sorrv for it. 

401. That you would get into a scrape ?— Yes, that I would get into a scrane 

402. And that Mr. Hallett would? — I do not know that; in fact I had 
troubled about nobody else but myself. 

403. Was he troubled about it; about himself ?— Yes, he was, verv. 

404. Did he say to you that you had got him into trouble ?— He said to me • 
“You have got me into a nice bit of trouble, after my telling you to get bon'd 
fide signatures, and then for you to go and get forgeries, is a great breach of 



403. Mr. Tollemache.’] I want to ask you this. The first you heard of this 
business was, that Mr. Hallett came and fetched you ?— Of which ? 

406. Of there being something wrong with the' petitions ; he took von to the 
City ? — Yes. 

407. Did he ask you whether the petitions were true or false on that occasion 
when you were going in the train together r — Yes, lie asked me. 

408. What did you tell him? — 1 told him they were false; I told him the 
Haggerston petition was. 

409. You wrote him a letter subsequently? — Yes. 



410. Mr. Lowther .] Did you write Mr. Hallett a letter ? — Yes. 

41 1. What did you tell him r I told him that the signatures were genuine 

412. You first of all met him in the train, and told him they were foro-eries ? 

— JNo, that was not the first. I wrote him a letter to tell him that the”sio-na- 
tures were bona fide first of all. 0 

413. Do you remember when that was; that was before vou went to Mr 
Wragg, was it. not 5 — Yes. 

4 >4- At that time had you written to Mr. Hallett to say that they were bold 
fide signatures? — Yes. J 

4 'P\ T > ,e, ‘ lvlien ,yo“ "'ere travelling in the train you told him that the letter 
was false r— Yes I told him that the letter was false ; that it was poverty that 
made me do it because I knew that if he knew it lie would cut me off, which 
he did do, anyhow. 

4'fi How cameyouto tel1 Mr. Hallett?- Because I heard the day before 
that there had been a difficulty in Haggerston about it; that they were 
suspicious about the signatures. 

«n37‘Jk U ,H firs \ thi °8> "« J understand you to say, was that Mr. Hallett came 
Mr. Hallett came up to the Conservative Club, at the 
alinl .Ur o d ;-r nd * 1 Ie ™ mheT “"ectly, he said, “ I want to speak to yon 
lo t ? peldam from Haggerston ; do you know anything about it ? ” I 
tw no ,, sald ’ I lr ;. U5t tel1 y™ the signatures are fictitious, every one 
arfu^ S ? 1 saw ,he y not. He said, “ If they 

not fiofirim ” 8 ’ /'j 1 7”? a ^ e tt ei ’ 1° your handwriting to say that they are 

no fictitious ; and I wrote him a letter to say that the things were bond fide. 

metn to tlm C’ity g ° d ° Wn ^ ^ ^ With him? - Do 1 understand you to 
419. Yes? — Not the same day. 

f e , before or afte| - i- After I wrote the letter I went to the City, 
thnlrcht the hoe™ y ?“ confessed that the signatures were fictitious ?— Yes ; I 
that ? l\ontd b mIi r ? hl ? tur "'° Uld be ‘hat it would be only just and right 
petition I forged. * d 0 631 Stateraent oi “ : those signatures to the Haggerston 

me 4 aherm^m1iuf 6 ^° U ^ ter y ° Ur m ' 11 ^ a,10,jt it? — My own conscience made 

423. Chairman.’] Your conscience was awakened at last ?— Yes, I did not 

really 
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really think of it ; I wrote chose signatures without a moment’s reflection ; I did 
not think that I was committing any offence, so I was perfectly willing to come 
forward and give my evidence without giving any trouble to anybody. 

424. Mr. Tollemache. ] First of all you denied that ; you. said they were 
bond fide petitions?— 1 did not know what to say. I thought if I said yes, he 
would cut off’ my money, which he did do, and that 1 should not get any more 
work. 

425. Colonel Bridgeman .] You say you thought it was no offence ; then why 
did you at once write the letter to say that they were bond fide , because that 
looks as though you thought it was a very serious offence ?— To tell you what 
1 thought, 1 thought it was simply a stir in his own imagination, because I had 
seen nothing in the newspapers. 

426. Chairman.] Yon thought he was unnecessarily alarmed? — Yes, that is 
what I thought. 

427. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Was Mr. Hallett by you when you wrote that 
letter to the Speaker ; was he at the Conservative Club r — He was at the club, 
but he was not by me. 

428. Chairman.] This letter was written in the club, was it not?— It was. 

429. On club paper? — Yes. 

430. Mr. Mulholland .] You showed the letter to Mr. Hallett?— Yes. 

431. In the club? — Yes. 

432. When you wrote it ? — Yes. 

433 You wrote it from the club upon club paper, so that he might know you 
belonged to the Conservative Club r -No, but so that he might know the 
add ress 

434.’ You wrote it at the Conservative Club, but you dated it from your own 
address ? —Yes. 

4«. Viscount Lymington.] The petitions, not Hie Haggerston petition, but 
the other petitions I, ad already been sent in when yon made that confession to 
Mr. Hallett in the train?— They had already been sent in, yes. 

436. Mr. Dcilrymple.] How do you know that?— They were sent in by me to 
him ; he had already received them from me. 

437. Viscount Lyminffton.'] I meant sent in to the House of Commons ?- 

That I do not know ; that was not mv business. 

4,8. I want to arrive at the exact date when you made the confession to Mr. 
Hallett in the railway (rain ?— I could not tell you the date; I should imagine, 
and fancy in mv own mind, that it was a M ednesda.) . , 

430. Was it' at least a fortnight ago r— I should think so, quite a fortnight 
agof I have no advantage in telling you anything that is not truth it I 
remembered the date 1 would tell you in a moment. I believe I can tell you 
fte e“ot date upon which 1 went to see Mr. Wragg < After considerahm.) I 
was last Tuesday week; I could almost swear that that was the day, as near as I 
could state it. 

440. Chairman.-] That is when you made the confession ?— Yes. 

44, Viscount Lymington.] That would he the 26.h of April?-I will not 
swear it was that day, but that is as near as I can get it. 

443. Mr. Lowther.] Did Mr. Hallet examine the petition himself ?— Do yon 

’ 1™ ^Ye S ; ll hThmk 0 ed h them through ; he said : « Do yon say these are 
hottdfide'T I said! Yes,” and what lie did with them afterwards I do not 
know. 

444 Mr Tolkmache.] Who drew up this statement that yon have sent in and 

"Wd yon upon such and such a 
day?— That I know nothing at all about. - I( . 
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446. It is signed by you ? — But this is a copy ; that is my statement ; Mr. 
Wragg drew that up himself. 

447. All you did was to sign it ? — He said, “ Will you sign this r” and I 
signed it. 

448. Mr. Lowtker.] He read it over to you ?— Yes, he read it over to me. 

449. Have you made any other statements in writing?— No. 

450. Colonel Bridgeman.] I should like a definite answer about the seven, 
petitions, to know if the signatures are yours ; is that your signature ( exhibiting 
an individual signature) ? — No, that is not mine. 

45 1 . Mr. M ulholland.] You stated that in the forms of the petitions that were 
sent to you there was no signature attached to them r — No. 

452. Those that you said were not vour signatures must have been attached 
to the forms which were sent to you? — No, they were not upon my route. 
Poplar, and the East India Dock-road, and those places 1 have not touched; they 
are not. my petitions. 

453. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Who is upon that router — I do not know; I 
have not the. slightest idea. 

The Witness was directed to remain in the room pending the further 
examination of Witnesses. 



Mr. JOHN WALTER HALLETT, called in ; Sworn and Examined. 

454. Chairman .] Where do you reside? — I reside at 3, Chatham-place, 
Hackney. 

455. What is your profession ; what do you call yourself? — I am a political 
agent. 

456. Were you engaged in the matter of these petitions upon the coal and 
wine duties ? — Yes. 

457. Did you engage the last witness, Mr. Bidmead, to get signatures ?— Yes, 
I engaged Mr. Bidmead to get signatures. 

458. Was the rate of reward arranged then; that is, what he was to have? 
—Yes. 

459. What was he to have? — I promised him 4 s. per 100. 

460. Did you give him directions to take care that the signatures were 
•genuine ? — My instructions to him were that the signatures were to be bond 
fide signatures, and that each person could only sign his name once; I gave him 
stringent instructions that every one was to be genuine. 

461. Did you afterwards receive news from him that they were not; did lie 
communicate to you that they were not genuine ? — Not, immediately afterwards. 

462. But at any time afterwards ? — Yes, afterwards he did. 

463. What did he say to you? — I taxed him with their not being genuine. 

464. Your attention was called to it ? — Yes, my attention was called to it, 
and I taxed him with their not being genuine, and he seemed to be quite hurt. 

465. How was your attention called to it? — My attention was called to it by 
a notice in the newspapers. 

466. Which you saw in the proceedings of the House of Commons ? — I saw 
a notice in the newspaper that there was something wrong with the Haggerston 
petition ; I had an idea that it was he that brought it to me, and I asked him 
as to the genuineness of it, and lie seemed to be hurt that I should have 
thought that they were not genuine; and the next day afterwards I think I 
had a letter from him sayiug that he courted any inquiry into the matter. 

467. You recollect the first time your attention was called to this matter? — 
It was about the 18th of April ; I will not commit myself to the date, but it 
was about that time. 

468. And the next day you had a note from him, in which he seemed hurt 
that you should have doubted his word r — Yes ; he wrote that letter. I gave it 
into the hands of Mr. Roberts, and that was all I had to do with it. 

469. But 
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469. But who prepared that statement for him ?— Himself. I presume. I am 
sneaking of the letter that he wrote to me personally. 

470. Then will you tell us what took place? — I gave that letter mto Mr. 
Roberts’s hand ; and that was all I had to do with that matter. 

471. Did you see him afterwards at Mr. Wragg’s office? — I saw him at 

Mr. Wragg's office. _ 

*«2. Who suggested that he should go to Mr. Wragg’s office ; did you r — 1 did 
not suggest that he should go to Mr. Wragg’s office. 

4-3 Did you go with him there to Mr. Wragg’s ?— I met him there. 

474] Was that by appointment ?— Yes, by appointment. 

47-. Do you know what took place after that? — I can hardly follow what 

took place. . , , 

476. Would you like to tell the Committee seriatim, or would you rather 
answer questions; will you tell us in your own words 1 — Shall I start from the 
commencement of it ? , 

4-7. Wilt you make your statement ?— There was a statement made at 
Mr ' Wragg’s office by myself as to this petition, in which I stated that I 
emploved Mr. Bidmead to collect signatures to the petition ; and those signatures 
were to be bond fide signatures, which lie thoroughly understood; and that his 
remuneration was to be 4 s. per 100. He brought me in various signatures ; I 
could not say how many; but as soon as they were handed to me 1 
handed them to Mr. Roberts, who employed me in the matter. As soon 

as they were brought to me I glanced casually down them, and said, 

“You are quite sure these are genuine,” and his invariable answer was, 

« Yes ■” and I impressed it upon him, because I said, “ If they are not, 

vou are very likely to get us into a great deal of trouble, and, possibly, 

get me disgraced as well." I recollect saying that in my own sitting- 
loom When the Haggerston Petition cropped up I went to him and 
told him there was a question as to the genuineness of the signatures to 
the petition. He said, “ They are all genuine ; every signature I have brought 
in is genuine, got by me ot by somebody I can trust ” The next day 
there was a letter he wrote which 1 handed to Mr. Roberts (I should lll£ e that 
letter to be produced), in which .Mr. Bidmead stated that he would court the 
fullest inquiry into the matter. With that I gave the letter to Mr Roberts, 
and he said, “ Yes, that seems very satisfactory;” and of course the matter 
dropped for some little time. Then I was requested to see Mr. Bidmead _ agam. 
However, 1 stopped all employment of him upon this matter, when I thought 
there was the slightest suspicion attaching to him. Then I saw him again, . and 
he was requested to go up to Mr. Wraggs office, and at Mr. Wragg s office he 
simply confessed the -whole thing. 

478. Mr . Dalrymple.] Who suggested his going to Mr Wragg’s office ?— It 
was suggested, 1 think, by Mr. Roberts, and that I should go also, and I made 
the same statement there as I have made here. I was Mked as to the ra e 
of remuneration, whether I thought it small or large; but that, of course, 
is irrelevant, I take it, to this inquiry. 

47 u. Mr. Tollemache .1 What was the date of the visit to Mr. Wra|g?--I am 
sorry to say I left my pocket-book at home this morning, but I think it was 
about the 25th or 26th of last month. 

4S1). Chairman.] That was when you went to Mr. Wraggs this 

48 1 . Now will you proceed with your statement ?— That is all I know of this 

m 482.' Were you present when he wrote that letter to the Speaker r— Yes. 

483. Who suggested that?— That was at Mr. Roberts suggestion, I acting 
upon it. I saw him and asked him to write it. 

484. Were you there when he wrote it ? I was - . , rimtnn • 

485. Where was it done?— It was done at the Clapton Park Club, Clap 

I found him there. 

486. Mr. Lowther.] Is that a Conservative club r— Yes. He was very willing 
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to make a full confession of his guilt after being once taxed with it, and the 
petition being proved to be a fiction. 

487. Colonel Bridgeman.~\ And you saw him write the letter to the Speaker - 
— Yes. 

488. Viscount Lymington.'] How did you first become acquainted with 
Mr. Bidmead ?— I knew him some two and a-half years ago when he was in a 
very good position; he was a clerk, I believe, second to the managing clerk in 
an insurance broker’s office in the City ; he was doing about 200 l. a year there. 
Then after a time I saw his brother, who told me that he was very hard up * 
and then I saw Mr. Wells, who is a fellow election agent of mine, and he said' 
‘‘If you can find a job for that fellow Bidmead, he is very hard up, and it would 
be a very kind thing to do ; ” and I said. “ I will send for him, and if I can give 
him something to do I will.” The next day I saw him going through Hackney; 
I asked him if I could do anything for him, and he was extremely grateful to 
me for having taken the trouble to find him out and giving him employment. 

489. Did Bidmead make a confession to you in the railway train, on his way 
to Air. Wragg’s office ? — Yes ; he had previously almost told me ; I bad my own 
ideas upon the matter ; lie had almost confessed it before that. 

490. Did he confess it when going with you in the train ? — He confessed it 
in half-a-dozen places. 

491. After he fiad told you -that the signatures on the Haggerston Petition 
were forgeries, did you ask him whether the other petitions which you had 
committed to his charge also contained forged signatures? — Yes, I did. 

492. YVhat was his reply to that?— His answer to that was, that the whole of 
the petitions, with the exception of the Haggerston ones, were genuine. 

493. That was his reply to you in the train, that the Haggerston Petition 
was the only petition that was fraudulent ? — (No answer.) 

494. Alderman John O' Conn or. ] You did not say it was in the train ? — I did 
not say it was in the train, but I had to draw this matter from him piecemeal; 
I said, “ In my own mind there is not the slightest doubt about it,” and I went, 
round to a number of people. I went round to Mr. Clarke of the “ Brownlow 
Arms, Dalsfcon, who verified one signature, and I went to other addresses and 
found that people did not live there, and 1 found the whole of the signatures 
were so doubtful that I taxed him with their being fraudulent. 

495- Viscount Lymington .] You taxed him, not only upon the Haggerston 
Petition, but upon the other petitions ? — Yes, I did. I said, “Now, make a clean 
breast of it ; how many have you sent in forged, and how many geuuine.” He 
confessed to the Haggerston Petition ; he said there had been about 200 forged. 

490. You did not press him upon the others ? — No, I did not so much, be- 
cause the Haggerston Petition was the one. I think he said there were 200 
that were fraudulent ; but I said to him, “ I have no doubt in my own mind that 
the whole of them are fraudulent.” 

497* But you did not press him as to the others? — I did not; I was not 
dealing so much with the other petitions then; it was the Haggerston Petition 
J was dealing with then. 0 

498- He did not deny it?— He could not deny that. 

4.99- But you did not press the others ?— No. 

500. lhat letter written to the Speaker was written at the club ; the Clapton 
Park Club you say ?— Yes. 

501. Under the authority, and more or less under the direction of yourself 
and Mr. Roberts ? — Yes, certainly. 

502. Why was it you did not suggest to him that he should mention the other 
petitions besides the Haggerston Petition? —But he had not confessed upon the 
other petitions. I could not suggest to a man to write to the House of Com- 
mons, confessing to something which I did not know at that time were 
forgeries. 

,503. You say you did not press him upon the others ? — No, I did not. 

504. You only pressed him upon the Haggerston Petition ? — Yes, that is all. 

505. Mr. 
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, 0 , Mr. Dnlrymple:\ How many forms of petitions did you give Bidmead to 
take round ? — I could not tell you ; I may tell you the modus operands. Mr. 
Roberts employed me in connection with this matter, and when I received 
petitions from two or three or four individuals, so I took them back to Mr. 

Robert* • ,. 

506. You say when you received petitions from two or three or four indi- 
viduals, you took them to Mr. Roberts ?— Exactly. 

eo“. Then you had occasion to employ others besides Bidmead ? res. 

<08. Did you stipulate for having the petitions returned to you within a 
certain time ? — Never. I should like to mention one matter which has just 
occurred to me in conneclion with this matter. I may say that my remunera- 
tion was not according to the number of petitions sent in by me. 1 was 
remunerated simply at a salary per week irrespective of any petitions which 1 

sent m . 

500. I am not suggesting that there is any mystery. I am only asking as to 
the course of events about the petitions ; have you made any calculation as to 
the time it takes to get signatures 5 — No. 

510. Were you at all surprised at the rapidity of Bidmead s action . 1 

^ 511. You said that you glanced over the signatures, hut that yon did not 
carefully examine them ? — I could not say that I carefully examined them 
because that is such a wide term. I used a certain amount of discretion, and 
they appeared to me bond fide primd facie. . 

,1 2. You did not ask Bidmead as to the particular districts which he had 
traversed ? — Yes, I did. 1 asked him when he brought in any of tho» sheets 
to me, “ Well, and what district did you do yesterday? and he said I took 
sucl. and such a district.” 1 said, ■■ How did you work it He . he tad 

one man doing one side of the road and one the other ; and X, upon that went 
so far as to ask him, “What name is that? ” referring to any paiticulai sig- 
nature? and he said! “ That was so-and-so,” and I thought he was so right that 
I asked him into my private sitting room before I went to bus“ess 

5,3. You say that you gave him these papers about the 18 th of Ap nil -Yes 
514. Where' was Bidmead when he first adm.tted the forgery upon what 
da?e did he first admit the forgery t-l think it was the 20lh ; the day after 
Primrose day, I am almost sure. . 

a r What is Mr Wrao-tr ? — A solicitor, I think. T , 

51b. I think you said you did not take Bidmead to Mr. Wragg . 1 

take Bidmead to Mr. Wragg. TT _ . r *w«ir i stated in 

517. How came Bidmead to go to Mr. W ragg i should °-o to Mr. 

answer to the honourable Chairman, that I suggested that he should go to 

W ,?8 g 'l am not in the least trying to make anything out of that you suggested 
that lm should go to Mr. Wragg; but you did not take him therer-No, I did 
not. 

519. Chairman.'] You met him there by appoiutmeutf-Yffl. 1 -did 1 , 1 at least 
he hod an appointment to be there at a certain time ; he wa= to be there, ana 
was there too. , 

XiSsi c 

what made me think of it ; it was during the time I was in the 
^^jTas^ber^esent at the interview between you and him and 

Mr. Wragg?— Yes. interview with regard to the other 

523. What was decided upon at that interview 

petitions ?-I do not know present. There was a declaration 

524. Were not you present . — -res, 1 . J t t i, e Haggerston petition 

made by Bidmead to the effect that the signatures to were 
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■were forgeries, a declaration by Roberts that he employed me, and there was a 
declaration made by me on the same lines with my evidence given before this 
Committee now. 

525. What was the date of the visit to Mr. Wragg ? — I have stated the date- 

that it was about the 26th. ’ 

526. Was no declaration made upon the occasion of the visit to Mr. Wragg 
as to the forgeries bf the other petitions? — Not while I was in the room ; 1 did 
not stay ; I had some professional business to attend to, and after I had made 
my declaration, I left. 

527. Who was it suggested that a letter should be written to the Speaker? — 
I cannot tell as to the primary suggestor, but to me it was Mr. Roberts ; I know 
I was told by Mr. Roberts to ask him to write it, but who suggested it I could 
not. say. 

528. How soon after the visit to Mr. Wragg was the letter to the Speaker 
written? — The date would prove it. 

529. The letter is dated the 28th? — Tt would be two or three days. 

530. The letter that has just been mentioned lias reference*) ml v to the 

Haggerston petition ; and I will repeat my question: Why, if it was known at 
that time that there were other forged petitions besides the Haggerston petition 
were they not mentioned in the letter to the Speaker ? — I do not know whv they 
were not. ' 3 

531. But did you not superintend the writing of the letter ?— Yes, of that 
particular letter, acting under instructions. 

532. As you were acting under instructions and not upon your own motion 
do you know why no mention was made in that letter to the Speaker of the 
other forged petitions? — I do not know. 

533; You knew then that the other petitions were not genuine ? —I did not 

know it. 

534. I understood you to say that Bidmead told you so that very day ?— He 
as good as told me, hut he did not make a confession such as he did with regard 
to the Haggerston petition, and I had to jump a good deal to conclusion about 
the Haggerston petition. 

535- But. it was not a question of jumping to conclusions about the Hago-er- 
ston petition when that letter to ihe Speaker was written?— No, nor prior to 
that, when he had written to me confessing it. 1 

536. I want to know why no reference was made in the letter to the Speaker 
of the other lorged petitions ?-I had nothing whatever to do with the writing- 
of the letter. 6 



537. But who had?— I do not know ; I had instructions from Mr. Roberts 

538. Were you furnished ; with the form of the letter ?— I was furnished with 

the form of the letter for Bidmead to copy.; I was entirely an agent in the 
matter. 0 

539. You were furnished with a form of the letter by Mr. Roberts, and you 
only superintended the manual labour of the letter being written ’—Yes I Was 
asked whether it would be a good thing, and 1 said, “ Yes, perhaps it will save 
our being punished. 1 said, “ This is a good thing, 1. think, if you want to 
save yourself from getting into trouble, the best thing you can do is to write a 
copy or this letter. 

540. You persuaded Bidmead to write it ? — I told him I thought it would be 
to his interest to write it. 

541. Then we understand the form of the letter was supplied by Mr. Roberts, 
but the actual operation of its being written was done under your superinten- 
dence at the Clapton Park Club r— Yes, exactly. 

542 Was the letter in Bidmead’s own writing ?— Exactly ; he sat down to 
the table and wrote it. 

543- Is that the letter that is before us now?— I can tell you if it be the 
letter. (After seeing the letter to Mr. Speaker.) Yes, that is the letter. 

544. Was the lorrn of that letter furnished by Mr. Roberts?— Yes ; by him 
to me, and by me to Bidmead. J ' 

545 Have you preserved the form that Mr. Roberts gave you ?-No, I have 
not ; I checked it, and destroyed the form. 



54 6. Mr. 
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546. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Would you tell the Committee when and where 
Mr. iloberts handed you that form? — It was sent to my house. 

547. By post? — No. 

548. By hand ? — Yes. 

549. Was it accompanied by a letter from Mr. Roberts ? — Yes. 

550. Telling you what to do with it ?— Yes. 

551. Have you got that letter? — No. 

552. What did you do with it? — I destroyed it. 

553 - Why? — Because I generally destroy all letters of that description. 

554. “Of that description,” you say? — I generally destoy all letters except 
they are strictly business letters. 

555 - Could vuu Tell me upon what day Bid mead wrote that letter from the 
copy furnished to him? — I think the letter is dated the 28 th April. 

556. How long was that after the meeting at Mr. Wragg’s? — That would be 
about two or three days. 

557. I wish to ask you which is right about two things. . Of course your 
memory might fail you, but I should like to point out this to you. You 
distinctly swore to the Committee that you had. not fetched Bidmead up to 
Mr. Wragg’s office, but that you had met” him there by appointment ? — After- 
wards 1 corrected that by saying that I. took him up by train. 

555. Which of those two statements is true?— That I took him up by train. 

I forgot at first, but I recollected afterwards that I called for him and took him 
up by train. 

559. As far as I understood your statement about the confession, you said that 
as to the contents of the Speaker’s letter, it confessed the Haggerston petition, 
but that at that time Bidmead had not omitted or confessed to the other peti- 
tions ? — Pie had not thoroughly confessed them ; I do not know at the present 
moment whether he has thoroughly confessed to havmg forged all he sent in_; I 
have not seen any document to prove that; I have seen a document pioving 
or stating that he forged the whole of the Haggerston petition, but not of the 

° 560’. All those petitions were sent in to you within the space of three weeks ? 
— As I understand ; about that time. , 

561. Did you at the time consider it as a really possible thing that that one 

particular petition was forged, the Haggerston one, and that the other petitions 
were genuine ? — Yes, I did. . T . 

562. Did you question Bidmead upon that point r— Yes ; I asked him upon 
every petition that he brought in, whether the signatures were genuine, sheet 

^563. But that is not the question. What I want to know is, after he had 
confessed that the Haggerston petition was not genuine, did you press him with 
regard to the other petitions which he had furnished you with practically at the 

same rime? — Not very hardly. ... „ 

564. Would it not have been very natural for you to press him upon that 

when the question arose ? — I had my own opinion so strongly upon the subject 
that I did not press him upon it. . ■ - . 

565. I would like to know this : you said, I think, that your first acquaint noe 
with Bidmead was about two years ago?— From two to two-and-a-half 01 three 

ye 566 ag And that he was then in a good situation ?— Yes, with very respectable 

people, and living with a very respectable family. . ; t b „ w in, 

567. What called your attention to the fact that he was hard up . I “ 
brother for one thing, and another man whose name was Horne told me < 

1 could do anything for him he would take it as a personal favour ; and th en I 
spoke to a gentleman named Wells, and he said. Why o y g 

3 j 568. You saw him as a casual acquaintance ; I saw him as a casual acquaint- 

ance, living in the same neighbourhood. _ , t v, CQirrk ? v P = 

569. And you gave him casual employment about three month ■ 0 - • 

57a Md you know him f_I had seen him about half-a dozen times, but we 



had not mixed together. 
‘ 0 - 73 . 



571 



Had 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



6th May 1887.] 



Mr. Hallett. 



[ Continued, 



571. Had you employed him in the interval ?— No, not in any way. 

572. If it were stated that you had employed him as a steward of the Guild- 
hall meeting-, would that be true? — Yes. I beg your pardon; I had quite 
forgotten that. 

573. Do you remember any other case? — And at the Opera House meeting, 
I had quite forgotten those two meetings ; those are two cases of casual employ- 
ment which I had quite forgotten. 

574. You mention that you employed other individuals to collect signatures 
in the saraewa}’-; would you be kind enough to give the Committee some of 
their names? — {After referring to a memorandum). Mr. Kennett, 7, Linscott- 
road, Clapton ; Mr. W. Mynn, 39, Heaton-road, Peckham Rye ; E. Waller 
34, Ellesmere-road, Row ; Mr. Aimes, 170, Union-street, Borough ; but I find' 
this man has siuce gone away ; I have written him and the letter returned “Not 
known.” Mr. Sharland, 21, Amelia-street, Walworth. Then there was a Mr. 
Samuels of 23, Devon’s-road, Bow ; Mr. Allen, 7a, Rowion-street, Bow ; Mr. 
Rosewarne. whose address I do not know, but it can be furnished by Mr. 
Hutchings, a jeweller of High-street, Poplar, who took an interest in this move- 
ment. Mr. Porter of Kensington, whose address can be furnished by Mr. 
Potter of 8, Elsham-road, and Mr. Bidmead of Dalston have. 

575. Alderman John O'Connor.'] How many is that ? — Ten. 

576. Mr. Donald Crawford .] Were all those employed by you with regard 
to the coal and wine dues petitions ? — Yes. 

,577. May I ask what the nature and precise footing of your own employment 
is with regard to these things ; who employs you ?— Mr. Roberts. 

578. At what salary ? — Three guineas a week. 

579. For what period ? — For as long a period as he may require me for. 

580. When did this engagement commence ? — Six weeks the end of last 
Saturday. 

581. And this had reference exclusively to the coal and wine duties ?— This 
last engagement had reference to the coal and wine duties exclusively. 

582. You say you used to see the last witness in your sitting-room before you 

went to business ; where is your place of business •?— All over the place. I ought 
to be in Cornwall now, but 1 have been unfortunately stopped from going down 
there. ° 



,583. When you say going to business, you do not mean going to an office? — 
No. 



584. Y ou now say that you brought up Mr. Bidmead to Mr. Wragg’s office ; 
do I understand you to say that you were not in the room with him when he 
was conversing with Mr. Wragg? — Only part of the time; then he had a 
private audience after I was sent out of the room. 

585. With whom ?— With Mr. Wragg. 

586. Was Mr. Roberts present at tins time ?— No ; Mr. Roberts was out of 
the room as well. 



587. But Mr. Roberts was there during part of the time ?— Certainly. 

588. Then can you inform the Committee, what 1 do not- think we have yet 
learned, what Mr. Wragg’s business connection with the whole affair was ? — I 
Know no more than you. I never saw Mr. Wragg before that day, nor had I 
seen him since until! saw him this morning. 

5^9- Then why did you go to Mr. Wragg’s office yourself? — Because I was 
asked to go there by my employer, Mr. Roberts. 

590. T should like you to see Sir James M c Garel-Hogg’s petition. But before 
you look at that petition I should like to ask you, do you employ one collector 
of signatures for each district, or do you employ several ?-— Sometimes one and 
sometimes several. Sometimes a man will go out and find that he cannot get 
signatures in one district, and he will go to another. 

.5 9 1 * I see ; now can you inform the Committee who furnished you with the 
signatures to that petition I have just referred to I really could not. 

59 2 - Supposing it were the fact, as the last witness has stated to the Com- 
mittee, that a certain number of the sheets of that petition are in his hand- 
writing, and that a number of the other streets are not in his handwriting, can 
you give any explanation of how it is that some of Bidmead’s sheets are mixed 

with 
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with the sheets of some one else 5-1 think I can explain that easily. When 
these men brought in the sheets, sometimes I would have three men bung m 
sheets perhaps one with Shoreditch names, and some with Bow names ; some 
rf h borough names in, and some all on one sheet ; and another man would 
brit in tun sheets, all for the same district ; and then very often there would be 
seven or eight sheets brought in by three or four different men joined together, 
e n n S to make one petition, which I believe was sent m as from the East-end ol . 

I ondon. 1 have never seen a petition in this shape (exhibiting a complete yiefi- 
tion) until now. Mine were simply handed in in sheets ; how they were g™™®* 
together and put in shape afterwards, I do not know. 1 have never seen them 
in this form. . 

593. Alderman John O’Connor.'] You did not paste them together at all?— 

I did not. 

, Q , Mr Donald Crawford .1 Then with regard to the petition coming from 
Daton,' Hackney, and Kingsland could I' 0 " te " * e tildes Mr 

S r e Of *ose genth'LTwhose names I have given you might have given me 
sheets with 70 or 80 names, hut whether in that district or not, I did not keep 

14 ^n^Sfurely you assigned the district ?-No, I did not assign the districts; 

59 '* . i i. v i + rir. Tf a man rould tell me he could 2jain signatures 

k M6 S Th“r^crXg h to W that principle a man might he called upon to sign 
haff^ a 'dozenpetit ions ?-Yes, he might , but I take it that a householder would 

“eufuo'you know Mr. Carroll, 21, Liverpool-street ? - Yes I know 
Mr. 9 Carroll;‘he is a commission agent; a silk agent or embroidery g , 

, . pul i. onrt T believe I know he has an oftice there. 

60: ^^8 Zvl you any dealings with him at all in connection with these peti- 
tions? — Nothing whatever. 

Roberts 

“foSou recrive ^ l^riiem out to 

the 0 can™" y i“o y uM ^ upon the average, for every 200 or 300 sigua- 

tUr 6o , >°How ei "mufhmonet’dMyou pay away to the canvassers ?-To the whole 
lot of them about 52 l. 

603. Mr. Lowther.'] For what time? About six weeks. . _ 

,, 7h -1 When you sent these men out did yon give them a 

heading^to tt“ p"o-imply a blank petitma i-A heading always, and 

sometimes two or three prmted “ J^iar? tad 20 or 30 headings 5-Yes, a 
605. If you bad 10 ” en J them b and some printed ones as well. 
S T/tonTaVth“ “r business is in Cornwall ; may I ask what your busi- 

connection with the electionP- 

Ye 6o8. Alderman **. O'Connor.] You were employed at three guineas a 
” e 6oMnd any money you paid those men you would pay beyond that ?-Yes, 

youpaid to ,hese mea?_YeSi 
sometimes I paid 4 5. Qd. 61 1. That 

• 0.73. 
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611. That is not the proper way to get signatures, is it? — But you can a-et 
as many signatures as you like in London from 4 5. to 4 5 . 6 d. a hundred. ° 

612. But that, is not a proper mode of getting signatures r — That is not for 
me to say. 

6 >3. Mr. ]P Lagan.] When your suspicions were aroused about the Hagyer- 
ston petition, were not your suspicions aroused about the genuineness of the 
signatures to the other petitions? — I must confess they were. 

614. Did you take no steps at all to ascertain whether the}' were genuine or 
not?— No, I did not. ; I returned them in, and I take it it is the place of the 
people to whom they were returned to take those steps. 

615. According to what \ou say, namely, that you paid 52 l., that would be 
26,000 signatures that you paid for? — But you must recollect that there would 
be a great many expenses in this 52 A A man would bring in a couple of 
thousand signatures or so, and in addition to that 1 have paid 1 5. or 2 5. for 
tram fares. If a man were employed in Hackney, and said, “ I know some 
people over in Bermondsey whose signatures I can get.” I would say; “Well 
I will not be hard upon you and I have paid some 4 5. (5 d. a hundred and 
some even 5 5. 

616. You say your suspicions are that a good many of the signatures of the 
other petitions are not genuine also? — My own opinion is that, although at the 
time 1 did not think so. 

617. From the experience that you had of these petitions now, would vou be 
inclined to engage in the same business again in getting up petitions, without 
using more caution and discretion ?— I certainly should not. My own opinion 
as to the collection of signatures to petitions is that they are a myth all through. 
I believe that if you were to sift the whole of the petitions that are sent to 
Parliament from top to bottom, you would not get more than 25 per cent, 
genuine signatures in any of them. 

618. Colonel BridgemanJ] Have you ever been engaged in a similar way 
m collecting signatures to petitions for the coal and wine duties ?— No. 

619. With regard to the headings, did you give any out to Mr. Bidmead 
without a signature at the top ?— Yes, certainly. 

620. Did you give any with signatures ?— No, not with signatures. 

021. Not with one signature ?— No, not with one signature upon the 
heading. r 

622. Were they all blanks ?— They were all blanks. 

^ 623. Did you keep an account of the number of petitions you gave him? 



624, Did you keep any account of the number of headings?— No, I did not, 
hut the average one heading to sheets is sufficient to hold 200 signatures. 

5- ^ ,0 n the Haggerston petition there were over 400 signature ?— Yes. 

OJO. now was that?— As I say, I cannot answer for those signatures to those 
sheets after they had left my hands. If I send out headings enough for 200 
signatures, and somebody who puts them together puts them up at the rate of 
400 signatures to each heading, I cannot be responsible. 

27. ow, as to taking the signatures, what calculation do you snake as to 
tie time necessary to get a hundred signatures ? — It is a difficult thing io say. . 
Some men will get 200 signatures a-day, and some will not get 40. I have one 
of my men in Walworth, lor example; he gets hold of one model lodging-house- 
keeper, and says to him; at least I suppose he does, “I will give a glass of beer 
” 3 ' 0U ' VI , U “ me ™ ind w* me and get these people to sign.” And I have 
noun t la man get 250 signatures from model lodging-houses in a day. 
Another man who is not cute enough for that, goes, but only knocks at the 
°c r t ln n tlle stre ?t’ ? n .^ on ty get 40 signatures in the same time. 

2 • o you think it probable or possible that a man would get 400 signa- 
tures between Saturday and Wednesday ?— Yes, he would. 

or the purpose of getting the thing done quickly, there would be no 
q'/ not collect that number of genuine signatures between 
r a Vi 1 ednesday ?— He could do it, I should think, easily. One reason 

• I-, J 1 1S 1S - : ^° U See ? so raan 3 r °f these men who have taken up this work have 
teen men in poor circumstances, and distressed; they have taken the 45. 6 d. 

from 
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from me and I believe those men get other men to work with them or for 
tlipm • tliev very likely farm the matter out, and let some one else do it for 6 a. 
a hundred less. That is the only way, I believe, that you can send m a 

nU dqo Mr. Tollemache .] You say that Bidraead confessed to you that the 
Haggerston petition was an entire forgery ? — No ; he said that 200 of the sig- 

natures were forgeries. , , 

go ,. Then, with regard to the other petitions, when did he make any state- 
ment as to their genuineness ? — He has not made any statement to me as to their 
genuineness. The only statement I have seen made by him was in connection 
■with the Haggerrton petition. _ . . , 

6q2. In writing, yes; but when he -was at Mr. Wragg s office with you. do 
you mean to say that nothing was said about the other petitions .—Not in tront 

° 6vi. When you marie this statement you were not aware that the other 
petitions were forgeries?— Certainly not. I am not aware of it now, although I 
have my own opinion about it. I suspect it strongly. . 

624. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Then if Mr. Bidmead were to say he distinctly 
confessed the forgery of ihe other petitions to you before going to Mr. Wragg s, 
that statement would not. be true r — Not as lar as I know. 

63-,. But it might be true? — I should say not ; it is a mere matter of o e 

“ eI " or y has deceived you once or twice to-day; 
vo.> will excuse my saying so. Will you undertake to say that vou never gave 
Heading To a petition which had the first signature upon it .-Not to my recol- 

' eC fi37 Are you quite sure of that?— Not to my recollection. 

6?8 You always gave them to Bidmead without a name upon them . If 
gave 3 one to Bidmlul with a signature to it, I certainly did more for hurt than I 

di 6r 9 . a Youhadagoo.l many headings to petitions to dispose of; you sent out 

"Zf&SZS* come back again; -Yes, some of themhave come back 

hack agah .^signed T ST* " 

Taf SreTreTiould be quite possible that they would have been served 
in the same way as the Haggerston thousands of 

643 . But those me. 

petitions which come t0 ^ t 40 leadings ; did those all come hack to 

yo^LS^eT^TtC ^eifl’have sent in to Mr. Roberts, 

T *“T fornlfwtktl.m said you aitered; did you alter the form of Bid- 

”Tru\dTtU M , r ,,e?-^at"l had made alterations in any letter w, alien by 
M L“one to the ^ 

650. Do you keep all letters ■■ Yes. 

If- you would probably consider that it was 

not advisable ’—(No answer). 

The Witnesses withdrew. 



o-73- 
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MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Sir Charles Forster. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 

Mr. William Lowther. 



Mr. M - ' Lagan. 

Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. Wiggin. 



Sir CHARLES FORSTER, in the Chair. 



Mr. ALFRED TAYLOR, called again; sworn, and Examined. 

653. Chairman .] I believe you produce some further petitions? — Yes; I 
produce some petitions in favour of the Bill, the remainder of those that are 
suspected to contain signatures in the same handwriting. 

654. How many petitions in. all do you produce ? — The petitions are as 
follows : one from Greenwich, Woolwich, and Deptford, presented by Mr. Boord 
on the 19th of April last ; one from the ratepayers and inhabitants of Southwark, 
presented upon the 6th of April ; the Member presenting it did not sign his 
name to it. 

655. Mr. Lowther .] Is the prayer of the petition the same as those that we 
have examined r The prayer is the same, but the headings may vary. 

056- Chairman.'] But the prayer is the same in every case ? — Yes, I believe 
Riey all emanate from one source. There is one petition from the ratepayers of 
Shoreditch and Finsbury, presented by Mr. Bigwood upon the 22nd of March. 
There is a petition from the ratepayers of Notting Hill, Stepnev, and Limehouse, 
presented by Sir Roper Lethbridge upon the 24th of March; there is one from 
the ratepayers of Bromley-by-Bow, Poplar, and district, presented by Mr. Wootton 
Isaacson upon the 21st of April ; there is one from the inhabitants of St. Pancras, 
presented by Mr. R. G. Webster upon the 22nd of April ; one from the rate- 
payers of East London, presented by Sir James M‘Garel-Hogg on the 25th of 
Apnl;°n e from the ratepayers of the City of London and district, presented by 
Sir Robert Fowler on the 26th of April ; one from the ratepayers of South-east 
London, presented by Mr. Baggallay upon the 22nd of April ; one from the 
ratepayers of Dalstou and Stoke Newington, presented by Sir James M f Garel< 
Hogg upon the 25th of April ; one from- the ratepayers of Ilford, Manor Park ; 
and East Ham, presented by Mr. Theobald upon the 18th of April; one from 
the ratepayers of Brixton and Peck ham, presented by Mr. Baggallay upon the 
-Oth of April ; one from the ratepayers of West Ham, Leyton, and Leytonstone, 
presented by Mr. Forrest Fulton upon the 31st of March ; one from' the rate- 
payers or Dulwich and Peckham, presented by Mr. Morgan Howard, upon the 
20th of April ; one from the ratepayers and inhabitants of the parish of Bromley, 
ot. Leonard, presented by Captain Colornb on the 23rd of March ; one from the 
ratepayers and inhabitants of South-east London, presented bv Mr. Baggallay 
on the 4th of April ; one from the ratepayers of Clerkenwell, presented by 
Captain Penton upon the 14th of April ; and one from the ratepayers of Deptford 
and Greenwich, presented by Colonel Hughes upon the 18th of April. The 
petition I next produce contains the names of the race-horses. There are a 
very large number of signatures which I believe are not genuine in this petition. 

I think it probable that the person who has written his name lengthwise of the 
petition was the canvasser who collected the signatures. This petition is from 

the 
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the ratepapers of Greenwich -and Camberwell. (The Witness produced the above 
petitions in the order of statement.} 

657. Chairman .] What is the first name on the petition t — Edwin J. Stevens, 
architect and surveyor, 33, Alfourd-road, Camberwell. _ 

658. By how many does this petition purport to be signed ? — By 1,406. 

6=50. Have you examined the petitions 1 - — I have examined the petitions; I 
find a verv large number of the signatures which 1 believe to he forgeries. 

660. Mr. Dalrymple.~\ What is the date of that petition.' — It was presented 
by Colonel Hughes on the 1st of April. 

661. Chairman. ~\ How many race-horses’ names are there upon that petition r 
I think there are 13 ; but they are upon the last sheet of the petition. 

662. 1 understand you to say on examining the petition you find a great 

number of the signatures appear to be forgeries?— Yes. 

063. Do there appear to be many genuine signatures?—! think it is a very- 

bad petition altogether. , T 

664. How many genuine signatures should you say there were r— I could not 

^65? What is the next petition you produce?— The next petition is from 
North-west Ham, presented upon the 12th of April by Mr. Forrest button. i 
find amongst the signatures the names of Mr. “ Balfour,” “ M. Hicks- Beach, 
and “Joseph Biggar.” . 

666. Mr. ToUemache.! This is not the race-horse petition ?— No, this is 

another one. It also contains the name “ W . H. Smith. ihe address of 
“ M. Hicks-Beach,” is “ 2,” or “24,’ Phnsmx Parks the address of W H 
Smith," is “2, Strand.” After the name of “ Joseph Biggar I find 1 oik 
Merchant "written. The address of Mr Balfour is given as 32, Mare-street, 
Hackney. . . ... 

667. Mr. Leather. 1 There is a great smear upon that petition ; do you think 
that i 7 s intentional ?— I think it is very probable ; it is the same sort of ink as the 
signatures are written with. I find a lot of the signatures m this petition, W't- 
Sd by a man of the name of Hone. Someone has written the name^nd 
then there is a cross, and that cross has been witnessed by Hone in each case. 

668 Mr Tollemache.] Which petition is that? — This is the North-wes 
Ham peton ; the number in the Report of it is 4,729. Those are ail the peti- 
tions I produce in favour of the Bill. 

669. How many are there?— Twenty. j x_ 

670. Are those in addition to the petitions you presented the other day . 

Yes, they are in addition to the petitions I presented the other day. 

671. Chairman.-] Adding those 20 petitions to those you presented on Friday, 
how many does that make altogether r— Twenty-nine, I think 

672. Have you examined the petitions upon the other side ?— They ^reexa 

mined in the ordinary course and passed. With the exception of that fiom 
Bumhope Colliery, Hohnside, which the Committee have already reported to 
tim House that many of the signatures are in the same 0 not 

should require them. ... t 

673. Would this be a proper summary of your answer t Uiat wrth «^rd t 
the petitions from the other side there is nothing to draw the « * 
Committee to ?-No, there is not; speaking generally, I should say tne; 

expert. . . - 

675. Chairman.] You say those petitions in favour ot a continuation of e 
coal and wine dues are all more or less suspicious . Kes. j^r. 

0.73- h 
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676. Mr. M'Lagan.'] Do you mean that all the signatures are more or less 
suspicious, or only some of the signatures? — A very large number in each 
petition. 

677. Chairman .] Then with regard to the other petitions there is nothing- to 
attract your attention, and as fur as you can see you believe them to be genuine ? 
— I believe a very large majority of the signatures to be genuine. 

678. Mr. Tollemache.~\ You say an expert has seen these petitions against the 
continuance ; has he had an opportunity of looking at all the petitions against 
the continuance? — If he chose. 

679. And he has selected a certain number which you understand he thinks 
are open to observation ? — Y es. 

680. But he has seen other petitions besides this batch? — He is now exa- 
mining some more, but he has only had time to examine those. 

681. Mr. j Donald Crawford.'] As regards those 20 petitions which you have 
referred to, have those been examined by an expert ? — No. 

68-2. And it is your own observation that those signatures are not genuine? 
— It is. 

The public were now, by order of the Committee , admitted. 



Mr. FREDERICK WILLIAM LEE, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 



683. Colonel Bridgman .] Will you look at this signature and see if it is 
your’s ( handing the Haggerston petition to the Witness) ?— No, that is not mine. 

684. Mr. Lowtlier.'] Do you live at this address ? — Yes. 

685. Where do you live?— 20, Urswick-road, Lower Clapton. 

686. Mr. Mulholland.~\ Did Bidmead give you the petition to sign ? — No. 

687. You did not take it home and sign it ?— No, I did not. 

688 . Chairman. ~\ Do you know Bidmead ? — Yes. 

68g. Had you any communication with him with respect to that petition r — 
I heard that he was obtaining signatures with respect to the coal and wine 
dues, that is all. 

You heard that from him ?— Yes. My name is not “ William Lee ” at 
all; it is Frederick William Lee.” 

691 . .Mr. Dalrymple.'] Were you aware that Bidmead was collecting signa- 
tures by going round ? — Yes. 

692. Mr. Mulholland.'] Did he ask you to sign itr— No. • 

693. And you did not sign any petition ?— No. 

Bridgman^] Bidmead was asked this question: “You swear 
that William Lee, of 20, Urswick-road, wrote that signature;” to which he 
replied : I gave it him to write ; he did not write his name then, but he said. 

Very well, I will take it.’ ” There is no truth in that ? — No. 

695. Mr. Lowther .] Did you ever see this petition? — No 

690. Or any petition like it ?— No. 



697. Colonel Bridgeman . J Then Bidmead also 
well, I will sign it for you,’ so he took it home ” 
No. 



stated that you said, ‘-'‘Very 
There is no truth in that ?— ■ 



698. Mr. Dalrymple .] Did he tell you that he was employed to collect signa- 
tU ? S -i^^ ieard I hat h f was em P%ed by someone ; by Mr. Hallett, J believe. 

699. Did you hear that from himself ?— From himself. 
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Mr. CARLTON ROBERTS, sworn; and Examined. 

700. Chairman .] Where do you live ?— Brooklunds, Wanstead. 

701. What is your business address? — My business address is 6, Town Hall 
Buildings, Mare- street, Hackney. 

702 . What are you?— In this matter I think I am properly described as a 
political agent ; I am in a business as a printer. 

703. Are you a solicitor? — No, I am not. 

704. You are a printer and political agent?— I am a printer and political 
agent. 

705. Were you employed to get up petitions in favour of the continuance of 
the coal and wine duties?— I was. 

706. By whom ? — I would beg very respectfully, if you will permit me, to 
decline to state, not that there is the slightest difficulty in saying by whom ; 
but at the same time I may say that I have personally paid for every petition 
bearing a number of signatures that has been presented, and, therefore, I should 
be glad to take every responsibility in the matter. The gentleman who employed 
me is quite ready to come before the Committee; there is no objection to give 
his name. But having paid everything I should be glad if I could be allowed 
to keep back the name of the man who is suffering in this matter owing probably 
to my negligence. 

707. The Committee request me to say that they must press you for the 
name ? — .Mr. Robert T. Wragg, of 11 , Great Saint Helen’s, E.C. 

708. I understand you to say that you were employed by Mr. Wragg to get 
up petitions in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues ? — Yes. 

7oq. Did you employ other persons under you? —I did. 

710. Who were they? — J. W. Hallett, of 3 , Chatham-place, Hackney; 
C. Board, 18 , Gabriel-street, Honor Oak Park ; T. Carrell, 21, Liverpool-street, 
E.C. I may remark about those three that there was a different arrangement 
with regard to them from that made with the other names I shall subsequently 
give you. J. Page, 50 , Sewardstone-road, E. ; W. H. DeHorne, 15 , Clerken- 
well Green, E.C. ; C. H. Ball, 31 , Maitland Park-road, N.W. ; W. Bull, 10 , 
Goodwin-street, Fonthill-road, N.; W. Stewart, 9 , Manor Park-place, Manor 
Park; C. H. Palmer, 3 , Mayville-street, Stoke Newington; J. T. Remington, 
Sebert-road, Forest Gate ; G. V idler, 54 , Avenue-road, Forest Gate; and 
R. Willinsgale, 11 , Cross-street, Islington. I may say with regard to Vidler, 
Remington, and Bull, that those petitions upon which they were engaged were 
amongst the first petitions ; three small petitions, special petitions, that were 
sent in. Ido not think they are amongst those that are questioned ; at all 
events, they went in weeks ago. 

711. What other names have you ?—I have no others; with regard to Willins- 
gale, I did not actually employ him ; Mr. Barnes -employed him, but Mr. Barnes 
did not receive any consideration for employing him ; so he was actually the man 
who was paid and who got the signatures. 

712. You did not employ Bidmead ? — I did not employ Bidmead; I employed 
Hallett, whose name I gave you first, 

713. You did not employ Bidmead, you say ? — I did not; I have never paid 
anybody -who actually collected a signature, as far as I know. If it would be any 
use to the Committee, I may say that I hare had a great deal of experience m 
these matters ; and when Mr. Wragg, as a political agent, wrote to me saying 
that he required signatures to petitions, I simply wrote to different PJ™ 03 * 
agents whom I knew in different parts of London and gave instructions which i 
shall be glad to rehearse ; and I was the channel through whom the signatures 

714. You told me that you paid for all the signatures yourself?— Yes, I did, 
every farthing. I have not received a penny yet. 

715. Have you received no remuneration yourself ?— None. 

716. Do I understand you to say that all the outlay has been paid by you? 

— Every farthing of it at present. ^ 
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717. Mr. Mulholland .] Do you expect to receive anything : — Certainly- 
have paid everything at present. The reason of that is very easily explained 
I have done business with Mr. Wragg for years, and if it had not been for the 
unfortunate occurrence of these petitions, I daresay the matter would all have 
been settled by this time ; at the time it occurred I was just making up my 
account to send it in. ' y 



718. Chairman.'] Then you have a bill against Mr. Wragg? — I have. 

719. What communication did you have with Bidmead in this matter?— 
Immediately Mr. Wragg informed me that the signatures to the petition pre- 
sented by Lord Claud Hamilton were questioned, I said I did not believe it pos- 
sible, but I would make inquiry. I went back and I happened from par- 
ticular circumstances to remember this Haggerston petition as having come 
from Mr. Hallett. I immediately wrote to Mr. Hallett to the following effect. 
“ Dear Sir,— I find that the petition from Haggerston, which I believe came 
through you, is questioned in the House of Commons. I shall be glad if vou 
will see your canvassers, and tell me if there is any ground for such question.” 
Upon that Mr. Hallett brought me a letter written by Bidmead. I have not a 
copy of the letter here, but I think the Committee have it, in which Bidmead 
stated that these signatures were correct and genuine signatures. I imme- 
diately took that letter to Mr. Wragg, and said, “ It is just what I told you, here 
is the statement of the canvasser, who collected the signatures.” Mr. Wrago- 
said, “ I will inspect the petition at the office, and I will give you four or five 
signatures off the petition, and if you make inquiries as to them you will be able 
to test whether the signatures are right or not. I then wrote to Mr. Hallett 
because I thought it was a matter having to do with him. He came to me and 
I furnished him with the four names from the petition, and 1 said, “ Just go and 
see if those people signed, and if they did not, it is a clear case against 
Bidmead.” Mr. Hallet made inquiry, and informed me, having called at 
those places, that each of those gentlemen repudiated having made the signa- 
tures, although they were in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine 
dues; he taxed Bidmead with the forgery of the signatures, and Bidmead ad- 
mitted it. 



720. Mr. Tollemache .] What was the date of that?— I do not know the date 
of it except as far as it may be put in those declarations. I then said to Mr. 
Hallett, “This is a very serious matter for me.” Mr. Hallett, I ought to say knew 
nothing of Mr. Wragg ; nobody that 1 employed knew anything of Mr. Wragg 
oicept myself. 1 said to Mr. Hallett, “ This is a very serious" matter ; I must take 
Bidmead into the City and have his statement taken down so that there may 
be no getting behind it at any future time.” He said, “ I think I can get Bid- 
mean for you at any time you like to mention.” I said, “ If you wait at home 
until 1 telegraph for you you can then bring Bidmead down and he can make his 
statement in a proper way. If he is going to confess, let us get his statement in 
a proper way. Of course 1 felt the difficulty of my position, if Bidmead, 

avmg first, confessed, should afterwards deny having confessed it. I went to 
Mr . \Vraggs office and said I had no doubt that the petition was a concocted 
petition. He said It is a very serious matter ; we ought to have these men, 
Hallett and Bidmead here. I said, “ I have provided for that contingency ; 
tfyou desire it I, will telegraph at once to Mr. Hallett to tell him to bring 
Bidmead on here. Mr. Wragg said, “I do desire it.” I then telegraphed to 
Mr. Hallett, and waited at Mr. Wragg’s office until Bidmead arrived. 1 do not 
think there is anything else to say about that. 

721. Chairman.]. What passed at the office ; whom did Bidmead come with? 

Bidmead came with Mr. Hallett ; they were announced in the usual wav by 

the clerk in the outer office, “ Mr. Bidmead and Mr. Hallett have arrived ,”'and 
they were shown in. Hi the meantime while 1 had been waiting at Mr. Wragg’s 
?vi j ° Ut ? st , a . te , me , m "'hich 1 subsequently forwarded myself to Lord 

UaudHamilton of which doubtless the Committee have a copv. Mr. Hallett 

rfu- i ? ead th / n . Can \ 61 . n ,’ Mr ’ Wra SS took down Mr. Hall'ett’s statement, 
1 think it was, first, and Mr. Bidmead’s subsequently. 

722. Mr. 
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-12 Mr. Lowtfier.] When you say, “took his statement down, was it a 
verbal' statement or was it a written statement ? — Mr. Wragg wrote it down ill 
writing while Mr. Hallett dictated it, as I may be dictating now. 

72 q. Chairman.! How long did this interview last, do you suppose ?-I dare- 
cnv I was there that morning two hours or two hours and a-half, because i had 
to wait for Bridmead and Mr. Hallet a little, and immediately after they came 
they made their depositions ; 1 think I stayed a little while afterwards and 
mutually bewailed with Mr. Wragg the faets of the case I asked hun to get 
these three statements copied, because I expressed my determination to wnte 
to Lord Claud Hamilton at once about it. 1 knew nothing of this Committee 
of Inquiry at the time, at least, I do not think I did ; but I was most anxious 
to clear myself with Lord Claud Hamilton at the time, so I asked Mr. Wragg 
to "et the statements copied, which he did, and i wrote a private letter to Lord 
Clmid Hamilton stating that I was overwhelmed with sorrow and shame, and 
that I had been the means of placing his Lordship in the position I had. 

, \i r Lowtlier.] When you asked Mr. Hallett to get the petitions signed, 
did vou -rive him any instructions about how they were to be signed 1 — I gave 
him a number of ruled sheets upon which to get the signatures, and the same 
remark applies to every man that 1 instructed ; I did not give them en D rossed 
headings P but I gave them what I venture to think is better, namely, a number 
of minted headings, of which I beg to hand in copies (handing m the same) ; 
thev are printed headings which are much more easily read. It would have 
been Tverv expensive thing to provide engrossed headings to every sheet 
and moreover, the people could not read them so easily. There are two styles 
of petitions, one for the outer district where there was to be a rebate, and one 
a London petition, where no rebaie was required. I most emphatically 
instructed mv sub-agents that there was to be nothing m the shape of 
signatures that could be questioned, and I remember a discussion on one 
occasion when there was some question of the amount of money to be spent m 
occasion wnen lue n Mr . Ha]lett -‘There is to be no question as 

to the“mount of money 'being spent, and as to the signatures being bom fide or 
proper sSures thltis feTsay, if the amount was to be 10- -if the signature 
were to be proper bona fide signatures, and if for 4 s. he could only get forged 
signatures, P I should have repudiated the idea of the 4 s. and paid 10-. with 

P “l)id yon see the signatures 1-Ves, every one of the petitions passed 

^‘^r^Did youTook at this Haggerston petition 1 Yes, ^ believe 1 looked at the 
Haggerston petition, the top sheet, and knowing Clarke, the landloid ot the 
“ Brfwnlow Arms," whose signature is the first upon that petition, I thought it 
• Mr H-illett had received his sheets from Bidmead day by day, and 

said that that was quite leady to send on. _ J,., , t i iac i t should 

and seen Clarke’s name “ i^ bin 

have remarked to myself, Oh, that is, o > enabled me to fix tile 

been questioned in the House of Commons. ?_No, 

under my arm, and go into his office. , r t h e interview with Mr. 

- 728 ‘ couple of hours 1-No, I should 



Wragg which 
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not ; it did not actually last an. hour and a half, because I was part of the time 
waiting for Mr. Hallett to come ; I waited in Mr. Wragg's private office I d 0 
not know that 1 waited there all the while, but the actual interview, taking 
down the statements and conversation it did not take up perhaps half an hour- 
but Mr. Wragg was very anxious about the petition, and as to whether we 
could prove it to be valid or not, and we went thoroughly into the matter both 
for and against. 

729. How many of these petitions do you think you have had in your hands ? 
— I did not keep an account, because I knew the Report of the House of Com- 
mons would keep an account; but a large number. 

730. All the petitions that you had to do with have been in favour of the 
continuance of the coal and wine duties? — Yes. 

73 1- You have not had any petitions upon the other side? — No certainly 
not. ’ - 



,73 2 - Mr. Tollemache.'] Where were the sheets pined together ; were they 
joined together tn your office r — No. 

733- Or before they came to you ? — They were joined together in Mr. Wragg's 
office; they would be sorted first. It did not follow because a man lived ; at 
Clerkenwell that he would bring in Clerkenwell sheets ; it is just as possible 
that although he lived at Clerkenwell, he might hare been collecting signatures 
in the West-end or in the south of London; so that instead of making separate 
petitions for every canvasser, we would collect the south Loudon signatures 
together, and the east London signatures together. 

734- Mr. Hallett speaks of a letter which Bidmead wrote to him, and which 

he handed to you, anti which he wished to be produced ; where is that letter ? 

I handed it to Mr. Wragg, and Mr. Wragg has a copy of it in his letter-hook. 

735- Do you know if any other gentlemen were employed under Mr. Wraov 

to get up petitions ?— No, there were not nnv. I had the sole employment of 
the people. " 

736. Do you know how much you paid away for the getting up of the peti- 
tions ?— About 376 l. 1 



737- That would be an average of 5 s. a hundred ?— Yes. something like 
that ; I have not worked it out. It is nearly 9 s. per 100. 

738. Bidmead admitted subsequently that the Haggerston petition was from 
beginning to end a forgery, did he not ?— No, not from beginning to end : he 
only admitted m Mr. Wragg’s office that he had forged 200" names. 

739. as he taxed with the other petitions, and did he admit anything with 
respect to them ?— No, he was not taxed with any of the other petitions. 
In fact I made this remark to Mr. Hallett ; I said, “ Now has Mr. Bidmead 
supplied us with any more signatures; has he done any more like these,” 
and he said, ‘ No, really it is confined to the Haggerston petition." The reason 
I recollect that is that on a subsequent occasion when Mr. Hallett came to me, 
ne said, 1 had Bidmead was paid for some 1,600 or 1,700 signatures." 

74°: Could you give the Committee the date of that conversation ?— I should 
thmlc it would be two days after the meeting in Mr. Wragg’s office. 

•nl 1, V, at Was thc date of the meeting in Mr. Wragg's office ? -Mr. Wragg 
will be able to give you that. 

r J 42 ' M j H , all p tl: said M the 25th or 26th of April ’—Whatever he said 
1 have no doubt is correct. 

I am 3 1 lmderstand that - you m responsible for that letter to the Speaker?— 

Mr.^al^tt'r drewTlT up^ 6 ^ le very morning I was waiting for 

| W ^ e ° : w * iat was ttie date °f the letter? — I do not recollect, it might 

have been upon the same date while I was waiting at Mr. Wragg’s, or it might 
have been the next day or the following day. * 

746. Were you aware when you drew up that letter to the Speaker that 
there were certain allegations about other petitions ?— No, not at all : I sat down 
a ? J'? 0 e 1 at .! e |J;® r p3 7se ^ ®nd gave it to my clerk to copy, and I can call my 
clerk to prove it if it is required. My anxiety in getting that letter written to 

the 
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the Speaker was this, I had fortunately been able to nail Bidmead in the matter ; 
1 had done that already in a solicitor’s office ; I thought “Now there is no 
trust to be placed in Bidmead” ; I want to get something from Bidmead spon- 
taneously, if I can”; so I wrote down what I thought would be the most 
appropriate form to put it in ; I wrote my own feeling in the matter ; but I 
sent a letter to Mr. Hallett in the meantime to this effect : “ Dear Sir, I think it 
will be best for all of us, especially for Bidmead himself, if he will write a 
memorandum to the Speaker somewhat similar to what I enclose ; if he will 
write it out and sign it, I will see that it is posted.” 

747. That letter was drawn up, was it not, after you were aware that he had 
been paid for the 1,600 or 1,700 signatures?— No, I do not think so. 

748. But if it was after the interview with Mr. Wragg, that would have been 

so 1 No, it could not have been then ; that letter was drawn up solely with 

regard to that Haggerston petition. The reason that animated me with regard 
to getting that letter drawn up was simply this : There is this petition gone 
wrong, if the Speaker of the House of Commons gets a memorial from the man 
who has manufactured the petition, who has done the wrong, I think that will 
probably obviate the necessity of inquiry by the House ; but I had not the 
slightest idea at the time I penned that memorandum to the Speaker that there 
was any other petition in question. 



749. Colonel Bridgman .] To whom did you give your memorandum of the 
letter to the Speaker ?— I gave it, I think, to a lad in my office of the name of 
Barrett ; I said, “ Copy that, Barrett, and put at the head of it f To the Right 
Honourable the Speaker of the House of Commons, Sir.’” Then I took a 
memorandum from my stationery case and directed it to Mr. Iiallett, and wrote 
my note upon it, and sent one of the lads to take it to Mr. Hallett. 

750. Do you suggest any possible reason for Bidmead saying that that letter 
to the Speaker was entirely his own, that no conversation passed between you 
and him about that letter to the Speaker ?— Certainly not ; never. If the Com- 
mittee will allow me to say so, I never brought any pressure in any way to bear 
upon Bidmead in this matter ; all the pressure I brought to bear in regard to 
that letter being written was to say to Mr. Hallett in writing, “ Dear Mr. Hallett, 
I think it would be better for all of us, and especially for Bidmead himself, if 
he will write a memorandum to the Speaker somewhat similar to what I enclose.” 
I might tell the Committee that Bidmead having done all that he possibly can 
to help me in this unfortunate difficulty, I do not want to express bow strongly I 
feel upon Bidmead’ s conduct. 

751. But it is a suspicious circumstance, when Bidmead has expressed his 
desire to make a clean breast of it, that he should say : “The letter is all my 
own composition ; ” and again when he is asked 1 Was the wording of the lettei 
all your own ? ” he says, “ yes.” It is a curious thing that he should have made 
up his mind to make a clean breast of it, and then to tell us a perfectly unneces- 
sary falsehood ?— If the Committee without asking me that question will com- 
pare the statements he made, about Lee having signed the petition, with the 
statement which I understand Mr. Lee has made in this chair this morning, I think 
that will be the best answer to your question. 



752. Mr. Donald Crawford.] I do not understand that answer ?— Mr. Bid- 
mead, when he was before you, told you that Mr. Lee signed a certain petition, 
and you have had Mr. Lee before you this morning, and have been able to ascer- 
tain whether he told the truth or not. 

753 But I do not understand that the honourable Member doubted the truth 
of your statement that you wrote the letter to the Speaker, but he asked you ; 
could you give any explanation why Bidmead told that falsehood r— I could not. 
I certainly looked upon the letter to the Speaker as being another link which 
would be favourable to me, should I come before a Committee, to show that so 
far from impeding the action of the House, I had been only too anxious from 
the first to have the matter thoroughly sifted. 



754. Chair7iiati.~\ As a matter of fact, the letter to 
letter ? — It was my letter. 

0.73. E 4 
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735. Biditiead only signed it ? — I have not compared the two, but practi- 
cally it -was my composition, though it was in his handwriting. 

756. Do you know his writing ?— I cannot say that I do ( the letter having been 
handed to the Witness) ; I do not know his writing, but I know where he is 
living. 

7.57. Colonel Bridgeman.] You will observe that it is a suspicions circum- 
stance that Bidmead swore to this particular falsehood with no apparent object, 
unless it. was to shelter someone ; can you suspect anybody that he would wish 
to shelter?— I cannot. I told him very distinctly that 1 thought it was a very 
serious matter. I thought it was aver} possible thing, if Bidmead had done what 
he told me, that he, or even we both, should be committed to the Clock Tower 
or to prison for a breach of the privileges of the House ; and I said, “ The only 
way in which you can in any wav mitigate the punishment with which you may 
be visited will be to make a clean breast of it and 1 may have added, I dare- 
say, “ I think you owe it to me to vindicate my pait of the matter no thing 
beyond that . 

758. What were the particular circumstances (you mentioned some) which 
made you recollect specially the Haggersfon petition ? — Its being brought to me 
as a complete petition and ready to go ; “ Here is a petition with 440 signatures 
ready Jo go and directly I heard that the petition questioned was a petition 
with that number of signatures upon it, I thought at once “ This must be the 
Haggerston petition which I had from Mr. Hallet. 

759. Mr. Mulholland.' ] Did you give the agents you employed 200 or 300 
copies of this heading ?— Yes ; I think 2,000 or 3,000 copies have been printed, of 
course it would depend upon the number of signatures which each brought in; 
some woulil have more and some less, but T think here there were 500 copies of 
that were given to each of my agents. 

760. Do they bring back the petitions lithographed to you, as they stand 
now ? — Yes, they would. 

761. Each would bring back one heading to you? — Yes. 

762. Signed?— Yes; we had an arrangement that, say, 200 names would 
make a petition. If the agent at Greenwich was to bring me in 2,000 signa- 
tures at the end of the week, I should want 10 headings for it; he would bring 
me 10 headings and we should distribute the signatures to the separate 
petitions. 

763. Did you tell the men off to separate districts? — No; I knew where 
they^were from past political work ; I know where to find them if I want them. 

764. You mentioned the name of three agents, Bull, Remington, and Vidler, 
who you said had sent in small petitions which were not questioned; how did 
you know that those petitions were not questioned? — They went in so long ago 
that I think 1 should have seen it in the Report if they had been. 

. 765.^ Did you mean to imply that all the other petitions have been ques- 
tioned ( I meant to say with regard to these petitions that it was only fair to 
say that they were got up as special petitions at the commencement of the agi- 
taiion; and that as they had not been questioned up to the present time, I 
might take it that there had been no question about them ; moreover, those 
three men oid not receive any sum per 100,' as the three top ones on my list who 
received so much per 100; 1 said to them, “ I want a special petition from your 
district ; how much can you get me up a really good influential petition from 
your neighbourhood for?" In one case it was 10 l., in another 6 l. , in another 
10 l., and perhaps there would be only 500 signatures upon those petitions ; in 
fact there were not so many. 

76C). How much did you pay them? — The first three I paid so much per 100 
and a salary. To Stewart and De Horn I paid so much per 100 and an hono- 
rarium; Ball has actually only received his out-of-pocket expenses; what he has 
actually paid the canvassers. 

767. Why did you make that distinction between them ? — The different men 
would do it in different ways ; some men did not want paying for what they 
did. 

768. Mr. JJonald Cranford .] How much did you pay per 100 to the first 

three: 1 never in any way interfered with the sums paid by either of those 

gentlemen ; 
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p-entlemen ; I never laid down the rule to pay anything specially ; I left it to them 
entirely what they paid ; but I invariably had this kind of conversation, “ We 
W ant these signatures; what can you get them for; what will they cost. In 
Mr. Hallett’s case he had to make a trial before he could tell tne, and after he had 
been at it a day or two he said, “ I could name a rate of about 4 s. a hundred. 
Mr. Carrell said it was impossible to get bond fide signatures under 8 \ s. a 
. " 1 . -1 ooiri tlia Mmo • Mr Dp/Hovn said 10 s. Der 100 ; those 




n except 

that 1 said, “l\ow iook nere, ao nut iet us nave any mistake about it; vyemust 
have proper signatures ; do not let us have any talk afterwards that you did not 
„et them properly or did not get enough money. The 8 s. or the 4 s. was to cover 
the expenses they would pay ; the reason for giving that order was that it a man 
was to go and get a number of signatures without knowing what he was to be 

paid for them, he might come hack and say, “Now I want 40 s. per 100 tor 

them- so this arrangement per 100 was more with the desire to avoid an 
afterclap and overcharge than with any view to fixing the precise price of the 

S ' S j6g. What salary did the first three gentlemen get?— Three guineas, three 
guineas, and three pounds ; Board got 3 /. . , . , 

-70 And it was entirely in connection with the petitions m favour ot the 
continuance of the coal and wine dues that they were employed ?— Yes. 

771. How much did you pay Mr. Hallett r — £. 52. 8 s. 6 d. 

772. And Board, how mucli ? — I have paid him 105 l, about. 

773. And Carrell 1 — From 105 l. to 106 l. 

774. And Page? — £■ 7 • 11 s - 

7~fi Hot did their pay come to be so very much less than the others r— Some 
of them were not nearly so active as the others. I gave them carte llanche to 
bring me as many bond fide signatures as they could and 1 was prepared to pay 
them at a certain rate. Those who were very active of course .brougl £ m a 
great many, and those who were not so active did not bring m so many , that 

the onlv explanation I can give. 

777.' You have not yet received any remuneration for your own sei vices . 

Nothing;; I have not even received the money that I have paid. 

--3 '“What was vour personal remuneration ; for, of coarse, you hav gi 
experience ^in ^these 0 matters ? X do not know that 1 am m a posrtmn 0 - 
exactly what it will he ; I have made no bargain ’ ; ttee „f I„n\ r y 

content to leave my remuneration open. am afraid this Committee ot inquiry 
will vptv creatlv militate against it, though. . p 

„q W'e do not want Center into that ; you have had previous experience of 
the kind?— Yes I have been eight or nine times election agent under the 
Cmwupt^ Practices^ Act, .0 I have had a great deal of experience in eiecuon 
work. . 1 ' v 

occasions what would your 
remuneration be?-It dep P ends a good deal upon who the paymaster is to 

be 7 82 You had a very good paymaster ?-Yes ; if this unfortunate thing had 
not occurred, 1 have no doubt I should have come out of it very 

-o„ T think I should like to know what, from your former experience, you 

five guineas a day, or three g mnedS A ° « j have done as well 

do as well as you can for me. «.w vvinttpr 5 Yes. 

» iri^aanpttnaXi j-g- 

o-73- * 
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signatures, do not you think, considering you were responsible for the genuine- 
ness of the petition, that it was of very great importance for you to ascertain 
how far he had been engaged in other petitions; did not you inquire minutely 
into that ? — I thinkevents marched very rapidly ; but, as far as I was concerned, I 
remember a remark I. made upon that to Hallett, as to whether he (Bidmead) 
had had anything else to do with the petitions, which almost covers your ques- 
tion. I think directly I found in the newspapers (I do not know whether it was 
not upon Sir Charles Forster’s statement in the House of Commons) that other 
petitions had been questioned, I said to Mr. Hallett, “ Well, has Bid mead had 
anything to do with these?” And he said, “ I find that he has been paid for 
1,600 signatures ; ” and 1 may then have made the remark, “ You may depend 
upon it that a lot of them are wrong,” or something to that effect. 

786. Had your letter to the Speaker, which Bidmead signed, gone off by that 
time?— Certainly, I should say so; I cannot give the Committee any other 
answer than I gave them before, to state with all seriousness what I have stated 
before, that to the best of my belief and knowledge that letter was written to 
the Speaker entirely and solely upon the Haggerston petition, and does not 
relate to any other petition. 

787. It does not relate to any other petition ; but when you were suggesting 
to Bidmead to communicate his statement to the Speaker, would it not have 
been of importance to bring under the notice of the Speaker the fact that there 
were other fictitious petitions ? —No, I did not know of them ; the Committee will 
remember that I was dealing with Bidmead through another person, and I trusted 
that person in every possible way. I never had auythingto do with Bidmead except 
upon the first occasion when he came to Mr. Wragg's office, when he said most 
positively in Mr. Wragg’s office that only 200 of those signatures were forged. 
Then the question was put to him, “ Did not you do the whole of them, 
Bidmead; now come” and he said, “ No, I did not do more than 200.” When 
I first beard of bis having done, or been paid for 1,600 signatures, I presumed 
that somebody else had done the rest of the 1,600 signatures, and that he had 
been engaged in concocting the 200. 

788. And you did not think that your responsibility required you to make a 
more complete investigation when you found that this extensive forgery had 
been going on ? — I felt my responsibility very strongly ; 1 did not lose a moment ; 
I cannot fix the exact date that you are inquiring about, but I did most 
seriously insist, with Mr. Hallett, and impress it upon Bidmead himself, when I 
saw him, that there should not be the slightest prevarication or keeping back of 
one single thing ; and I believe, if Bidmead had told the truth in Mr. Wragg’s 
office, I should have been sooner .alive to the fact that certain other forged 
signatures had been sent in. 

789. And then 1 asked you this: whether your responsibility induced you to 
make any inquiry, and you said not ?— Certainly it did. 

790. What did that inquiry result in? — It resulted in this, that I found 
Bidmead had been paid for some 1,600 signatures. 

791. And that was all you discovered with regard to the Haggerston petition r 
— Yes. 

792. Or to any of these coal and wine petitions ?— It was hardly that, but I 
was confining myself to Bidmead. Immediately I found that there was some 
question, I wrote to everyone of the sub-agents, and I said, “ It will not be 
sufficient for me to go before the Committee to say that I have employed you. 
I must have a list from you of everybody that you have employed ; ” and l have 
the list here {'producing the same) of everybody who has been paid upon this 
matter. I caused a form to be printed of which I sent a specimen round to each 
sub-agent, asking him to get each canvasser to sign the declaration, and in order 
that 1 might get a complete set of declarations to present to the Committee. I 
did not get a complete set of the declarations, but these are all that I have 
been able to get in the time, and letters have been written to the agents urging 
them to give me the fullest possible information to place before the Committee. 

793. This ( exhibiting a circular ) is the report of an agent of the name 
of Bentley, and we have now got in his case to the same stage as we had with 

Bidmead, 
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Bidmead, when he wrote his first letter and said all the signatures were genuine t 
— That is so. 

794. That does not lead us very far, does it ? — No, except that I hope that he 
may' be of better credit than Bidmead. I hope I have not got 150 Bidmeads 
to do with. (A copy of the declaration and the list of canvassers were handed in.) 

795. I think the Committee would like to know precisely about how the 
petitions are put into shape. The canvasser, who collects the signatures, brings 
the loose sheeis and hands them over to the man whom you employ ; is that so? 
— Yes, that is so. 

796. He does not attach them together or to any particular heading ? — No. 

797. He sends them in a loose form to you ? — Yes. 

798. And you take them to Mr. Wragg’s office ? — Yes. 

799. There you say they are shifted .about and tacked on to whatever heading 
is suitable? — Yes, that is so. 

800. Does not it appear to you that that makes it exceedingly difficult to 
ascertain the authenticity of a petition when it passes through so many stages 
without being assigned to anybody at all in particular? — Yes, that has been my 
great trouble ; and now that 1 know the difficulty, if I had anything to do with 
such work again, 1 would have each sheet so that it could be identified. . 1 would 
have printed on the back of each sheet a declaration, “ I, John Tomkins,” and 
so on, “ having collected the signatures upon this sheet, am prepared to declare 
and substantiate my statement that they are true and genuine signatures.” 

80 ; . You having been responsible for the signatures, what did you do in the 
way of forwarding them for presentation to the various Members of Parliament? 
—I initiated their forwarding ; I did not actually send them. 



802. Chairman .] Did you send the one to Lord^Claud Hamilton from Hagger- 
ston ? — Yes, that was at my especial instance. I had that sent to Lord Claud 
Hamilton because I happened to know Lord Claud Hamilton personally, 
politically of course. 1 was especially desirous that it should be sent to him. 

803. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] I should like the witness to be asked this ques- 
tion : was it you that sent that one to Colonel Hughes ? — I did not actually 
direct that, but I have no doubt that I went into the office and was told, “ We have 
a petition from Greenwich, we have a petition from Woolwich, we have a petition 
from Clerkenwell, and we have a petition from Camberwell; whom shall they 
go to ?” I, having a good knowledge of the Members of Parliament for the 
metropolis, would say, “ Send such an one to Colonel Hughes, such an one to 
Captain Penton, such an one to Lord Claud Hamilton, and such an one, 
8cc &c ” 

804. Which of your agents would be the one that was employed upon that 
petition?— That is just my difficulty. I am unable to fix him, aud that is why 
1 have prepared my w hole list of everybody wlio was employed. I am unable 
to fix the petition altogether, except generally to say that it is one of the nine 
or ten gentlemen that I have given that work to. 

805. But you cannot say which ?— I cannot. # _ 

806. Is not that a very unsatisfactory system ; does not it make it impossible 

to know whether a petition is genuine or not, when you, the gentleman who say 
you are entirely responsible for the petition, are entirely unable to tell the Com- 
mittee what agent collected the signatures? — Yes. I admit that that is so; it 
was a matter of extreme annoyance to me that it could have been so. As I sai 
before, had I known I should have been in any way subject to fraud, or that I 
could not have depended upon the people I employed, I should have taken 
measures against it ; but unfortunately it is a part of the whole or an unfor- 
tunate transaction. , , 

807. You have said that you could explain the names of the racehorses 
appearing in the petition ; what explanation do you give about those signatures t 
—The gentlemen who were interested in getting these signatures in favour ot 
the continuance of the coal and wine duties, whenever they could get friends, 
volunteers, to assist them by placing one of these bills in the window at places 
of public resort and other places where the people would be favourable, and m 

0.73. F 2 l 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




44 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Oth May 1887.] Mr. Roberts. [ Continued . 



public-houses and so on, and where people would say, “ I could get you some 
signatures,” would leave sheets there ; and a number of the sheets which had 
been so left, when they have come back to us, have been found to be filled up 
with the most disgusting matter that it is possible to imagine. The explanation 
of that is just this, that when a petition was left so that it was not under the 
control of a canvasser, those who were not favourable to the subject of the peti- 
tion took advantage of its being so left and filled in the objectionable matter, such 
as is shown upon that sheet. We eliminated in many instances the sheets that 
contained such objectionable matter, but unfortunately this one passed. As I say, 
those who are not in favour of the object of the petition take advantage of the 
petition being within reach to fill up the lines with such matter as they choose. 

808. So that these petitions contained sheets of signatures obtained, not 
merely from the hands of your own agents, but sheets that have been left about 
in public places? — Yes, the agent makes himself responsible for that. 

809. So that you do not think your responsibility extended so far as even to 
give the necessary cursory examination sufficient to discover the names of race- 
horses ? — Yes, certainly it did ; that is to say, not my responsibility, but the 
responsibility of the staff whom Mr. Wragg employed for the purpose of 
examining and looking through the petitions. It is manifest that for me to 
look through 90,000 signatures in six weeks would have been physically impos- 
sible. I simply handed in the signatures and went no further. Those men 
were specially paid for properly checking these things, and it is their carelessness 
in the matter that has allowed these things to go into the House. 

810. Amongst the many thousands of signatures altogether, you are quite 
unable to tell the Committee where you got them from, and how you got them ? 
— I greatly regret that I am, except the information I have already given to the 
Committee. 

811. Then there is another petition I would like your attention called to, 
presented by Mr. Forrest Fulton from North-west Ham, which contains the 
names of Sir Michael Hicks Beach and Mr. Balfour; does the same explanation 
apply to that petition ? — Yes. I would point out the absurdity of anybody on 
our side, putting in our own people. If we did intend to put in anybody to 
make a butt of, it is not likely that we should have selected our own friends. 

812. I shall name rapidly the number of .petitions which have been presented 
upon this subject, and will you have the goodness to stop me if you are not 
responsible for any one of them. Greenwich. Woolwich, and Deptford ; South- 
wark, Shoreditch and Finsbury; Notting Hill, Stepney and Limehouse; Bromley; 
Poplar; St. Pancras; East London; City of London; South East London; 
Dalston and Stoke Newington ; Brixfon and Peckharn ; and one or two others; 
but those are all yours, are they not ? — I should say they have all gone through 
my hands. 

813. Supposing it were proved, I do not say it is at all, but supposing it were 
proved, that all these petitions were to a large extent forgeries, can you give the 
Committee any explanation of that; you say you are responsible for them ? — I can 
give no further explanation than this, that having banded in to the Committee a 
list of the whole of the people who have been employed and paid by or through 
me, I should most earnestly ask the Committee, if they would do so, to sift the 
matter to the bottom, for my sake as much as for their own. 

. 814* Did not you consider it your duty as the employer in the first place to 
sift the matter for yourself? — I have. I have sifted the matter so far that I have 
secured the name of everybody who has received a farthing for the collecting of 
these signatures. Unless 1 can compel a man to attend at any special place, 
which I cannot do, it is impossible for me to put to each man the question, Did 
you write that signature or did you obtain it. 

815. You are unable to be responsible for your own agents? — On the contrary, 
I have written them most strongly upon the matter, and the statement I have 
handed in is the outcome of my action. 1 hold my agents responsible to me. I 
do not recognise the men who collected the signatures in anyway. I gave them 
proper instructions, and I paid them everything that was asked in the matter; 
and therefore I hold them responsible along with myself. 

816. .In 
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8,6 In your interview with Mr. Wragg, did he see Bidmead and Mr Hallett 
voar presence all together, or had he private interviews with them ? He had a 
private interview with “Bidmead. I do not know whether I was present when 
Mr. Hallett was examined, but if so I was a silent spectator. 

* 817 Mr. Dalrymple.-] Mr. Wragg employed you and you employed Mr 

Hallett and the others, hut you took no security yourself, as I understand for the 
character of the petition ?— My security was the character of the men whom I 
employed. I understood that/and I should have been prepared to trust them to 
an/ extent from my past experience and knowledge. Take Carrell, for instance, 
Carrell has "had great experience in petitions. , . 1f , 

8,8 But it did not occur to you to verify the petitions yourself when you 
received them f— No further than that I have taken the number of sheets that 
thev would hand me, and also the number of signatures that came in. I reully 
Irnsted that to the eiaminers, if I may so call them, who prepared the petitions 

for Parliament. vour agents responsible, but were yo u aware of a 

further delegation to others like" Bidmead i-As far as the collection of the 

S18 820 Ur Bu7you would admit that there was considerable risk in that repeated 
delegation of the duty to others r-I do not think there would have been any 
risk it all if I had only taken the precaution to have each sheet initialed upo 
the back, with the name and address of the person who took it 

821. But what security would that have been, if the delegation had been so 
repeated, for the authenticity of the petition ?-The security would hare b 
this ■ that any man who had signed his name at the buck ot a sfieet wnicn 
might subsequently be proved to be a forgery could be prosecuted for 0 btaimn o 

m S\“\ P at e bS- aware of the somewhat random 
subscriptions to the petitions, if the work of getting them ™s Megatrf twice 
over ?-I do not think so. It did not make much difference whether I employed 
a man that I knew I could trust, or whether the man I employed, employe 
man whom he could trust. , i +hp 

823. But you are aware that those whom you employed ^^ ated ™ 
petitions to others who examined the petitions ?-There were clerks in Mi. 

'gSZEZZ SSVZ -defects in die other 

Sigpamre enabled ymt 

to fix the Haggeion on ? -That id 

^continuance of the coal and wine 

ca“ft ^s by™ elf* I did not iLr of Mr. Clarke’s signature 

Mftpr 1 Droduced Mr. Bidmead’s letter, m which Bidmead said that Mr. 
Sklet siLZre was a genuine one; and Mr. Wragg then said to me 
Other names , jn ; had bed test B, -ad s eti^. had 

withmsin d the matter ?> & a»d I went away quite 
adduce proof that the signature was a good 

0n 82- Did Mr. Hallett not speak about any oilier petitions upon the day he 

.... *». * - 

ma S29.' Then you didnot know that Bidmead^ad^told ^ 

lures*?— Ncu ‘°I^hoi^. r ^y h^ad'not tMd Mr. ^ “ 

he told Mr. Wragg in my presence that he had only fo g - 8 „ 0 Now 
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830. Now I mast mention the letter to the Speaker once more The left * 

the Speaker referring to the one petition was not intended, as would rJiwIll 
appear to us, to cover the ease of the other petitions ? — Certainly not y 

831. Then with regard to what the honourable Member next me rtf. 
Lowther) asked you, during how much of the interview of Mr H»IWt j 

L whl W ont Wr ' WraSg W6re y ° U ” ^ daresa - y 1 present during 

tLerfdur g Te :1SS: “ d ^ 1 7 I was 

833. You waited until they came, having obtained Mr. Wraee’s san ,. h -„„ , 
telegraph for them; you must be aware whether or not you^L th “ t he 
whole tune —I was:. I was there the whole of the time! exeepTlhat 
portion of the interview which, as I have already told you, Mr Wrags Zi 
Bidmead had alone, no one else being present. °° aaa 

confasio T n hat ™ S confessi ° n ? - Y «b “fter Bidmead had made his 

Jp M‘L«gan.] I understood you to say that you did not allot any par- 
ticular districts to anybody? — That is so. • • " 

836. Then upon what ground did you pay some a large sum and others a 
small sum, if you allotted no particular district i— I was to a certain extent the 
trustee o, certain money, and being a trustee and an agent I made the very 
best bargains 1 could as far as 1 was personally concerned. After consulting 
with the various agents, Mr. Hallett said 4 r. or 5 s. was sufficient, and Board 
or Carr ell said they could not do it under 8 t . ; the result was that I made the 

Stated twT u ’ aS ,! ? rs ', stated t0 the Cnmmit toe. 1 emphatically 
sated that I would pay well for bond fide signatures, and that I would pav 

nothing for signatures that were not bond fide ; that I would rather pay more and 

hotter X Pr ° P d- 1 dld n0tWa,U '° l aTe an 7 cutting down of the priL, nor any 
bother afterwards or any question about the signatures not being genuine. 

3 - l ,a,d rfallett 3 l. 3 s. a week, I think you said ?— Yes 
o' " W ? 5 em P lo yed something like six weeks ?— Yes. 

»39- We have it in evidence that he paid his agents 52 1 . 1 — Yes 
8 4 °. And you said you paid him 621., I think?-No ; I said 52 1 
that Mr ^ T ^n h e got nothing for the trouble himself f-No ; I am quite certain 
that Mr. Hallett did not get a farthing out of what he did personally. 

w!ini J^t W3S W r “ S 6° r nothing ? No ; he got his three guineas a week, 
bureerent. Hot- “ SUre Le fg aid away evei *7 farthing I paid him for dis- 
to ™ n tt ' H T“ near my !f ffice ’ and !t was not so much ‘rouble to him as 
wheTL fw “jPu °-? me ,here; they had t0 cnme very frequently, but 

waether they actually paid 8 s. or not 1 do not know. 

!° U Sai f Dpon some “casion, “We must have proper 

signatures ? I tj°tt y ° U Would pay a 6°“ d P rice for 

fide Whirl d ,h . e , re “ ust be oo question as to these signatures being bend 

“t'ttaTlbo . Said t0me h Isha11 want Ss - a hundred,” 1 should say, 
lowest I can (In r° U , ca o d ° tbeiu f° r ?” and he would say, “It is the very 

weT do ™„r f °'n °, the "'“ rk pcoperiy.” Then I would say, “ Ver> 

paid’suffirientlv • k Ud We ni ’. baTe n “ question about your not being 

have no nnpstinn nh , ?v, 6 B ° q uest ' on about your being paid enough ; let us 
have no question about the signatures ; I will pay you 8 s” 

seeing imDronpr d \° r n “ proper ” signatures ; are you in the habit of 

in gifine the evid^ifce * 1^ Pr °, per ” was a wron gly-e b osen word of mine 
in giving the evidence. I ought to have said “bond fide." 

8 a and I°w,u W Z “ ‘ ” ? - That "' as in ,his wa 7- A man would ask 

say* “Well 1 rlo -nnf- ^° U ^at is rather high?” and he would 

Price -^and I i , iff d ° tte work P™perly at less than that 

properly collected.” Pell, here is the 8 s., but I must have the signatures 

the^usnirion^eV^ir eTer P a id kn< swing the signatures to be bad, but did 
petition which wpVo n ® s y° ur mi nd that there might be signatures upon the 
petition which were not put upon it genuinely ?-Never. X cannot imagine 

that 
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what could induce anybody, no matter what the rate of pay might he, doing 
anything so foolish as to himself put a signature to a petition. 

847. When the signatures come back through you does anybody revise 

t i iem ■? That would be rather more Mr. Wragg’s duty than mine. 

848. .1 should have thought it was Mr. Hallett’s ? — That is a very important 
noint ; I believe every one of those gentlemen will tell you that they did most 
scrupulously examine these signatures. Mr. Hallett told .me when I asked him 
about the Haggerston petition, “Did you -examine it or did you not? If it slipped 
vour notice then say so and we will make the best of it, and say it was a bit or 
carelessness ; ” and he said, “ Mr. Roberts, I not only looked through the 
petitions but I called Bidmeari’s attention to the sheets and I asked him when 
he saw this man and when he saw the other man ; ” and Mr. Carrell will tell 
you the same; 1 several times asked him as to whether he was being properly 
careful, and he said, yes ; he invariably examined the sheets when they were 

brought in to him. . . , _ , . u u 9 T 

840. Who was the agent of the petition presented by Colonel Hughes .—I 
could only fix it generally, but I should say Mr. Board would be able to tell you 
better than anybody else. , . .. 

850. It would have been his duty, would it not, to revise the signatures r 

^851. Does anybody count the signatures, or do you trust to the collectors ? 
—They counted them at Mr. Wragg’s office. 

8 = 2 If they counted the signatures they probably would have seen these 
things there ?— ' They ought to hare seen them ; and that is just mv complaint 
against them, that they have not seen them. Those men who did up those 
signatures in the office ought most certainly to have seen the signatures and 
cast them out , else what was the use of our paying them week by week for 
doing work when they were not doing it. . . , , 

853. Then with regard to your remuneration ; is. it not usual ^beroreunde - 
taking an engagement to settle what vour remuneration is going to be . there 
was no agreement in this case. 

think altogether. 

855. Mr. Tollermche.'] You say you were the sole agent employed by Mr. 
Wragg? — Yes, for getting up these petitions. 

favour of this Continuance Bill, 

^■£^£“.^480 potions 

you say that you bad forgotten half of them • » ,ttl have been a 

th 85 P 8 Ubl Th"o onfS besides yourseif responsible for the petitions to Par- 
liament with signatures ? — No. 

859. Chairman -] Have yoa 

explained to you the trouble that I have taken to taybetentti ^ these 
the information which is in my powe S to agk the Committee to note, 

signatures have been obtained, and genuineness of- these signa- 

that immediately there was any question f the signature was 

tures, I took every possible step I ible irformation and 

.obtained, and to afford the House of C I would wish to observe, no 

help in my power. In expressing my regret, that I would wet to ^ ^ . 

honourable Member of ? that there are two ways of paying 

brother sum 

ingby the day. Some people imagme it is safer and more secure to p y y ^ 
0.73. 14 
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day instead of paying by the 100. T, myself, have found out that that is an 
entire fallacy. If you pay by the day, and you have honest men, they may 
bring you a certain number of signatures. You have other men, however who 
crawl through the day, and do as little as possible. You naturally turn to the 
man who brings you the lesser number, and compare him with the man who 
does well. Directly you complain of a dishonest man bringing in a small 
amount of work, you are no more secure from his bringing in forgeries, when 
paying him by the day, than you are in the case of paying him by the 100 
As in registration matters, directly a dishonest man finds that he must do a 
certain amount of work, or he will be discharged, he resorts to dishonest means 
when he is paid by the day, just as much as he would if he were paid so much 
per 100 for his claims. A scale per 100 has further this advantage over a scale 
per week, that is to say, if a man undertakes to get signatures, and gets an assis- 
tant to help him, the two men can get a great many more bond fide signatures in 
a day than one man alone, and that is especially true of factories where a large 
number of men are congregated together ; two men can go together to a factory, 
and have a table between them, where one man could not do it at all, and so 
get a lot of signatures. I do not know that this has been done in this case ; but 
in getting these signatures it has, I know, been possible for one man to get at 
least 250 a day at 4 s. per 100. And to give you one example, there were three 
or four large drapery firms (I do not give the names) who permitted the sheets 
to go throughout their establishments, and be signed ; and in that way a man would 
get 300 or 400 signatures from all the people who were favourable to the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wine dues in a few hours. I might further be per- 
mitted to say with regard to Bidmead, that I understand be picked out certain 
petitions which he said he had forged. My opinion upon the matter, having looked 
at those.petitions, is, that although he tried to pick out the sheets he had forged, 
he, in picking them out, picked out a great many which were not forgeries. 
I believe if those petitions were very carefully examined, it would be seen that 
those 1,600 or 1,700 extended to a great degree, not only over the nine or 10 
petitions he picked out, but over the whole of the petitions which lie upon the 
floor before me. 



Mr. ROBERT THOMAS WRAGG, sworn ; and Examined. 

86o. Chairman . _] Where do you live? — Mv place of business is No. 11, 
Great St. Helens. 

■ 86 1. What are you ? — I am a solicitor. 

862. Are you also a political agent ? — I am. 

863. Were you employed in reference to these petitions r— I was. 

864. By whom t — I was informed that the authorities, that is to say, those 
who had received deputations upon the subject of the coal and wine dues, had 
intimated that a public expression of opinion should come from the Metropolis 
on the subject. 

865. From whom did you receive instructions ? — From the City authorities. 

concert with the City authorities, initiated the petitions, 
boo. Would you explain what you mean by the “ City authorities” ? — Do 
you mean with whom I have had intercourse or contact? 

867. Yes ?— The City Solicitor. 

offices? — The City Solicitor alone upon this subject. 
009. Not with the Remembrancer ? — No. 

®7°- ^ ot Town Clerk ? — No, the City Solicitor alone I had interviews 
with. 

. ^71-1 may take it that your answer is this, that you received instructions 
trom the City Solicitor to initiate petitions with regard to the continuance of 
the coal and wine duties ? — Yes. 

872. Mr. Crawford is the City Solicitor? — Yes; it was after many delibera- 
10ns 1 understood an expression of opinion to come from still higher authori- 
ties when the deputations were received ; there were deputations waiting upon 
Cord Randolph Churchill, and upon the First Lord of the Treasury and upon 

the 
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the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I deduced from the reports in the news- 
papers that public opinion might be expressed in this mode, by a house-to- 
house- petition. I understood that that view was, so recognised by those on the 
other side against the coal and wine dues, and that petitions in like manner 
from house to house had emanated from those who took opposite views to our- 
selves. , . 

873. Whom do you mean by the “ still higher authorities’ ? — The Govern- 
ment of the day. I believe the first published reports upon this question came 
out of a deputation which waited upon Lord Randolph Churchill upon the 
matter, and there were other subsequent deputations and communications 
passing between the Metropolitan Board of Works, and the City, aud the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

874. Was any scale of remuneration agreed upon with you r — Certainly not ; 

not any scale. _ ' 

875. To put it plainly, how are you to be remunerated? — By the City 

authorities. . , , . 

876. Could you tell the Committee what would be the amount or remunera- 
tion ? — I cannot. 

877. Were you to be paid per day ? — Certainly not. 

878. Or for the job? - I have had, of course, to act for the Corporation of 
London before in professional matters, and I have left the sub-committee, or 
whatever the body is, to treat me fairly with regard to remuneration. 

879. What is the particular committee you refer to? — I suppose in this case 
the management of this particular business would be with the Coal, Corn, and 
Finance Committee. I generally presume it would be so, although I had no 
direct communication with them. 

880. I take it that you employed certain sub-agents in this matter?— I did. 
In this matter I employed Mr. Carlton Roberts. 

881. Anybody else?— No, I did not, about these petitions. 

882. The only person employed by you about these petitions was Mr. Carlton 

Roberts ?— Clearly. „ _ ^ . . 

883. Did you know a sub-agent, Mr. Ball, who got up the petition presented 

bv Colonel Halleit ?— I do not know him. ' . , 

884 Was your attention called to the petition collected by him, I think it 
was, from Greenwich ?— Only through the public channels; certainly not 
before it came to the House. , , . . . 

88* Were you aware that this petition contained the names of certain race- 
horses? — I was not. I was most pained to discover it and very much do I 
regret it. I never saw the petition until X saw it m the Journal Office of the 
House. 



886.’ Could you suggest any explanation of that?— I cannot. I think it a 
most unprecedented thing, and a most unpardonable thing I 
. . . t a _a: i r na qs mnrh a.s u non the ll( 



consider an 

indignity has been practised upon me as much as upon the honourable Com- 

S87. XIave you had any communication with Bidmead?— I never saw him ; 
I disavow him entirely ; I never saw him until the 27 th of April, when he came 

t0 878 .°H C e e came to your office ?-I heard that Lord Claud Hamilton was 
sevioivslv AP-o-rieved bv the Haggerston petition, and I sent for Bidmead. The 
cXpeLfftoew as resjmfible in the matter was Mr Carlton Robe.-,, 
I tokUiim there was serious complaint by Lord Claud Hamilton, and I sent foi 
him to come and see me. He came upon the Tuesday ; I was engaged upon a 
very important matter, apart from this, with some private clients lor two hours 

in my room, and he could not see me. the 

889. What day was it he came when he did see you ?— On Wednesday the 

27 890 AP ffidmead came with Mr. Hallett to see you TC l 

89 1 . Was that the first time you ever saw him r-That was the tirst time 

saw him. tell t j, e Committee what was said in your presence with regard 



892. Will you 
to the Haggerston petition 
o- 73 - 



1 I W as told by Mr. Hallett that he had employed 

Bidmead 
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Bidmead to procure signatures, and 1 told him to sit down. I examined him 
' by way of taking down liis deposition, a copy of which I have in mv hand, and 
which I presume your honourable Committee has also had. 1 examined him as 
if I were a clerk to a magistrate, or as if I were taking evidence in any ordinary 
action or proceedings. y 

893. You conducted the examination ? — I did personally; I thought it was 
my duty to do so ; I looked upon the matter in a very serious light. & I put to 
him the most searching questions, and I wrote down as much as I thought it 
was necessary to write down, and I asked him to sign it. 

894. Did he sign it in your, presence ? — He did. 

895. Did he, in your presence, admit that he had concocted those signatures? 
—He said, ‘ c As regards Mr. Frederick Clarke, whose signature is at°the head 
of the petition, it is not his signature he clearly admitted it. And he said 
“ I also signed about 200 other names in a disguised hand. I took down the 
names from the Directory, and I wrote the names at home. I never obtained 
one genuine signature.” ‘Of course I had not the petition before me then, and 
I was not aware of the number of signatures it contained. 

896. Was Bidmead employed with regard to other petitions, or only with 
regard to the Haggerston petition? — I did not know Bidmead at all ; I did not 
employ him, I left the matter to Mr. Carlton Roberts ; I have been engaged 
with him in a number of political campaigns before, and I have found him able, 
and careful, and reliable, and I left it to him entirely. 

897. Have you paid Mr. Carlton Roberts yet? — No, not yet. 

898. Have you paid Mr. Hallett? — I never saw Mr. Hallett until Wednesday 
the 27th April; I entirely disavow, with all respect for Mr. Hallett, both Mr, 
Hallett and Bidmead ; 1. never saw either of them until the 27th Aprii. 

Sgg. Mr. M‘. Lagan.'] I think you said you had been frequently emploved by 
the City authorities upon other occasions ? — I have been. 

900. For collecting signatures to petitions?- — No, in professional matters.- 

901 . What is the other case in which you have been employed in getting up 
petitions ? I should say upon the London Government Bill of 1884, there was 
a petition, a numerically signed petition, as I would call it, to distinguish it 
from a meeting petition. 

902. A.nd you have never had any agreement, as regards money matters, 

before doing the work ?— Clearly ; I should never think of stipulating with such 
a client. 0 

903. And in this case you have made no agreement with Mr. Roberts ?— I 
have not. 

904. And I presume you will not pay him anything until you get his account? 

905. Do you consider yourself responsible for the genuineness of the signa- 
tures ?— I should be, if 1 had not employed a competent person like Mr. Roberts, 

900. 1 was going to ask what steps did you take to ascertain or secure the 
genuineness of the signatures •— In starting the matter with Mr. Carlton 
Koberts 1 told him that, after much deliberation, it had been found desirable to 
obtain house-to-house petitions, because they had been obtained by the oppo- 
nents ot the coal and wine duties. I do not suppose I said, “ Do the w-ork with 
your usual care, for the subject had been discussed so often ; but I have no 
doubt 1 requested him to let me have everything done right. 1 am in the habit 

0 avmg everything done well, and 1 do as much as possible in the way of 
looking after my work. I was here in attendance at this House eight days on 
an important inquiry. 

. But when we put the question to Mr. Carlton Roberts as to his respon- 
sibility, and as to the steps he took as to ascertaining the genuineness of the 
petitions, he referred us to the particular staff that you had for doing that ?— 
there were clerks to put together the petitions. 

908. But not to verify the signatures r — No, Ido not know that they had 
any instructions to do that. 

909. They received no instructions to test the genuineness of the signatures r 
— -Now I think they were merely mechanically employed ; and, as I said before, 

1 left this matter to Mr. Roberts. 

910. And 
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910. And Mr. "Roberts left it to you ; so that between the two it came to grief ? 
And nobody is more sorry for it than I am. 

911. Then you, I think, suggested that letter to the Speaker.? — No, I think 
1 was asked about it. I was asked, I think, would a letter to the Speaker be a 
breach of privilege. I could not say what a breach of privilege would be ; but 
it never occurred to me that a simple respectful confession of having done a 
wrong to the House of Commons would be a breach of privilege, but that, it 
■would be only right and proper if he had done wrong that he should acquaint 
the House of Commons with it. 

912. Did Bidmead acquaint you that there were other forged petitions other 
than the Haggerston petition ‘s’ — No, else I should have put it down. I did 
not hurry him. I was not in a hurry that morning. I am in the habit of taking 
down evidence. 

913. Did Mr. Hallett say anything about it t — No, he did not; I should 
certainly not have missed such an important point as that. 



914. Mr. Dalrymple.] As I understand you, it was the report of the deputa- 
tions that led to the belief that petitions would be acceptable upon the subject ; 
it was no communication received to the effect that petitions would be acceptable. 
It was the report of a deputation to Ministers 10 the effect that a general 
expression of public opinion would be acceptable ? — That was a subject of their 
deliberations, and that was their impression. 

915. Consequently the proceedings were initiated through the City Solicitor ; 
that is to say, in consequence of that impression? — Yes. 

916. And you never saw the petitions until yon saw them here r— Not these 

questionable ones; it would have been impossible for me to have missed such 
things as the race-horse signatures. I take a great interest in sport, and 1 would 
not have let them go. .. „ , . 

017. We are given to understand that there was a distinct stafi engaged in 
verifying and inspecting the petitions as they came in, which in truth was the 
only security for their being signed by genuine persons. You say, as I under- 
stand you, that although you had a staff of clerks, they had not received any 
special instructions to verify the signatures, and consequently, as far as you were 
concerned, there was no security taken that the signatures were genuine ?- 
I hoped and believed that Mr. Roberts was procuring nothing but house-to- 
house signature. I never dreamed of such a thing as fabricated signatures ; it 
never entered my mind. 

ui8. Will you tell me when you heard of the other forged petitions besides 
the Haggerston petition ? — 1 think my attention was called to the printed 



Q1 9. You heard nothing of them upon the occasion of the interview with 
Messrs. Hallett and Bidmead r-No, certainly not; I am certain I should have 
taken them down as most important points m the evidence if they had been 
mentioned. 



920. Chairman.-] Yon mean the printed report of the proceedings of the 

House of Commons ?- Yes, I think so ; that is the first time I ever heard of 

there being any suggestion of the other petitions being foiged. 

021 Mr Donald Crawford.] You were asked about Bidmead’s examination, 
and l think you told the Committee that if lie had said anything about forging 
other petitions you would have been sure to have taken it down?-! think 1 
should ; but he did not volunteer anything. , 

u22. Did it not occur to you to press him upon the subject?— I should think 
I did ask him if he had been engaged in any other petitions. 

923. You would naturally ask him that r-I daresay I should “Vtoesay I 
I had no knowledge of there being any forged petitions then ; but I dares y 1 
should have said, “Have yon been engaged in any other part of ^ Lond 1 
because I wanted to find out wllat the extent of it was and I should have 
certainly taken it down if he had admitted anything else ; I was wyP“ el “ 
taking down the number of signatures he had admitted having fabiicated, 

have no object in suppressing anything. , ,, .....[....j 

924. But did it not occur to yon that when once forgery had been confessed 

0.73. G 2 
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it was very important to trace it as far as it bad gone ? — At that time the 
petitions were in the House, and I came immediately to the House and inspected 
them ; I did not know the process of inspection until I came to inquire. 

925. Now, just let me ask you this: the Committee, I think, understand vou 
that you employed Mr. Roberts as a responsible man ; but are you aware of the 

manner in which those petitions were got up with regard to the sheets? I am 

now aware of it ; I have heard what Mr. Roberts has told the Committee and I 
Tiave never questioned how he did his work, he had always seemed to do his 
work so well. On many [joints of public business I would go to him to ask his 
opinion ; I was not aware of the actual system ; I did not ask him any of the 
questions which have been put to him by the Committee, or upon any of the 
points that lie has volunteered. 

926. But one of the most important steps in the system is stated to have 
taken place in your office ; you were present, were you not, during Mr. Carlton 
Roberts’ examination ? — Yes, I was. 

927. But you have heard that the sheets come loose into your office, and then 
by your clerks they are affixed to whatever headings thev may think proper; 
they are pasted together, sometimes put under one head'ing and sometimes 
another; there is no system whatever; that is a matter of arrangement after 
they came to your office; were you aware of that ?— I was not, and if they 
were genuine signatures, I should not see any particular irregularity in it. 

928. But does it not increase the difficulty of the identification and of ascer- 
taining whether they are genuine?— I must admit that. 

9 2 9- ^t is the case, is it not, that in the first place the sheets are handed bv 
the collector to the sub-agent ?-Yes, so 1 understand they must be, because 
they are afterwards fastened as you see here {exhibiting the joins). 

930. Those sheets have no marking whatever upon them; that is to say, no 
means ol identification ?— Except the geographical distribution of the signatures, 
those C pointing to some signatuies) are Camden Town, they follow on to 
Camden-ro2d, and so on. 

931- But the sheets have no means of identification themselves upon the 
back of them ? — No, they have not. 

93 2 - Are the sheets then handed on by the sub-agent to Mr. Carlton 
Roberts ?- Yes. 

Y 933- Then they are handed on again, still without identification, to you ? — 



.034. So that there is no means of identification as to whether they come from 
the parties purporting to sign them or not r— Except by the districts. 

935- Are you aware that irregularities in the petitions were discovered in the 
House of Commons, which had escaped detection by Mr. Hnllett by Mr. 
Roberts, and by you ; that is to say, by your clerks ?-I am afraid so. ’ 

930. how the City Solicitor, I suppose, set you in motion?— Yes. 

937. I suppose he is remunerated for that; it is part of his official duty for 
winch lie receives his salary?— 1 have no cognisance of his engagements. 

93S. the Committee will draw their own inference as to whether he is remu- 
nerated ; you, of course will charge a fee for what you do ?— Of course I shall 
expect to be paid something, but I should not put it in the way of charging a 
tee ; they are accustomed to public business, and they know what it is worth. 

• 93 i 3 i-ii n “V 0 " to } d the Committee that you were engaged on the Muni- 
cipal Bill Petition ? — I was. 5 



940. Could you tell the Committee what you were paid for that ? — I think it 
came out m evidence ; it is in the printed report. 

94'. It is not before this Committee?— I was paid a fee of 500 guineas. 

942. Would you expect to have the same over this business ?— No ; I was 
engaged over two Sessions in that case. 

943. You have not yet paid Mr. Roberts ?— No. 

il w °" ld important, I think, for the Committee to know. Sup- 
postn those petitions had been all right, and that nothing had occurred, what 
Roberts^ COnSldered a fair remuneration r-Do you mean for Mr. 



945. Yes ? I have never discussed the matter with him. 



946. The 
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046. The Committee will be glad, if you would give them an idea how much 
he should have for his six weeks’ work!— 1 should say it was worth from 10 to 
1 5 guineas a week, if there had been no question about it. There will be a great 
nuestion now, of course, all round about the work. 

U 047. You are aware that he has employed sub-agents whom he pays, or whom 

vounavr — Yes, he would send me in a statement of his payments. 

^ 948. And those sub-agents employed collectors? — Yes, they could not ge 
eenuine signatures otherwise, certainly. 

& 04Q Then there are several persons to be paid on account of those petitions ; 
the Citv Solicitor, yourself, Mr. Roberts, his sub-agents, and their collectors; 
can vou point to a single guarantee that the House of Commons or the public 
have that those signatures are genuine !— A very large number are genuine, as 
is proved. 

oso. Chairman.] But the question is, is there any guarantee with any of 
them ? — I am considering ; I am not evading the question ; I have expressed 
my profound regret to the Committee that there has been any trouble ; lam 
afraid it is a blunder, a eatus omissus , and that ts the worst construction 1 hope 
the Committee will put upon it. I am in a very unfortunate position, I feel, 
technically, that there is responsibility upon me ; but it is quite impossible for 
man always to be in his office. Those petitions I saw I know were genuine. 

Q,t Mr. Mulholland.] With regard to the way in which the petitions were 
tied up in your office, had you any opportunity of superintending the clerks at 

^q.^D^you give any instructions as to how they were to put the 
together -—I think there are some printed instructions ; I do not know whether 
they come from the House, or whether they are Standing Ordms, oi . , - 

P53. I do not mean us to that, but as to how the petitions should be disti icted 
— 1 do not think I interfered. 

954. Mr. Wigging] I undersland you to say that you were instructed by the City 

Solicitor ; is that true? — Yes. v 

075. And you also instructed Mr. Roberts as your agent •-] <*• 
us6 Would VOU tell us, if you please, bow many name.. Bi imea 1 confessed 

058 You do not know the total numbei he forg . 

9.59. Colonel Bridgend] With regard to the ^ posKr £ 

suffrage, for examples r-Bnl ° s 6 ™ Ul t h at • tnd then there is the paper 

ployed ; they would not do such a tiling as unu. , 

which is identifiable. 0 thcr heading for a totally 

960. it would be PO^^^:Snt en d».s in your officers concerned F 

. — Of Tou?^' there were no other would it not, 

^^"^“flSr^othe; heading 1 I must own it would, 

although I should hope it would not .he As Bidmead said in your 

962. Now I will ask you only is it not your opinion 

office, “ I never obtained one single a he had alre ady paid for 1,600 
that klr.Hailett ought to . have ^ sfgnature“ wL not genuine I gather 

tLVKd,3"To^efov| ; 



0-73- 
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— As I stated, I never saw Mr. Hallett before that morning, and I think he 
ought to have given me a little more information. I did my best to meet the 
charge of fraud. 

963. Mr. Tollemache.\ With reference to what you have been asked by the 

honourable Member as to the possibility of fixing' sheets to another heading 
which you say is not likely, there would be no difficulty in affixing the signatures 
from Poplar to the petition from Bow, for example ? -Those would be adioinino- 
districts. a 

964. There would be no difficulty about it, apparently, because the signa- 
tures were not so carefully examined as to lead to the detection of the names of 
the racehorses r — Poplar and Bow are contiguous as a matter of fact. 

965. Let us say Poplar and Camden Town ?— That is so ; it would be possi- 
ble, but it would be an incongruous collation. 

966. At any rate, the petition need not represent the petition of the district 
that may be marked upon the outside of it ?— No, not necessarily, apparently. 
Now I may say that I have frequently discussed seriously with the City Solicitor 
the system of house-to-house petitions ; and I may say, though he can speak for 
himself, that he was against the system, but it seemed to be forced on us bv 
those supporting the Bill, because those who were against the Bill were 
petitioning Parliament and we felt we must petition ; but we had never set 
lightly by the danger of house-to-house petitions- 

967. Mr Lmther.] Have you anything to suggest which would ensure proper 
signatures to those petitions ; there is no evidence that these papers are properly 
signed ; they are handed in, and nobody seems to look after them after they are 
handed mf— It would not often happen that there would be such pressure for 
petitions. It was thought, in the ordinary course of events, that this Bill would 
£ a Se “ nd tun f f he 2cd °r 4 th of May, and there was a great pressure 
therefoie with regard to this work. But, if there were longer tile, I certainly 

ofmmi rnfiV’e r , fU e - r ax P enence before us . ‘hat there should be a larger staff 
' ^0 ™d greater vigilance exercised over the signatures. 

hJe n H a SS erslon Petition, who do you think ought to 

concerned Hallett ’ ° r certainl ? Mr ' Robert ^ as far as 1 am 

g6g. Mr. Hallett first and Mr. Roberts second f— Yes. 

misled vrith rev.Iirtf 506 third? — 1 ™ derstand the Committee themselves were 
mis lea with regaid. to some of the signatures 

this 7 d ° - y ? U rafer •o’- 1 understand that the report of 
steLtaZ wX h J a 3 ! I 1 * S ° me ° f tbe si S“ a tmes . that some ‘ f the 

soImraa that you camot detect a 

ce^?nl^ e °fn^rt^ re8p01 ^“ ty Was with y° uf ~Ff<»n the City Solicitor, 
tv, ii lnS ^ rUCted me wltb re g ar h to the petitions. • 

S ible 7 eertS e nif feCt reS P onsible for tbese Potions ?-I am respon- 

ha?dtatnhCg!r dedthem, ° Mr ' Roberte? -I b - d e d them to competent 

975- Pt was second-hand responsibility. He handed them to Mr Hallett 

ittto 7e a* ^orito Mmead ’ bUt /0U h ’ fSCt Were reSp ™ Sibk fo'-heot ?- 

signatures?— On sever^P' Roberts P a >; ticu lar instructions with regard to the . 
signatures. On seveial occasions I discussed the matter. I said the Citv 

Tagnitode Ind'hat it w™ 5 ( petidons - 1 said jt was a work of great 
magnitude, and that it was impossible for me to see after it. 

petiSns howXv printed forms with re S ard t0 tba getting up of 

petitions how they ought to be got up, have you f— No, I have not. 

Yef toft the form° W f fi ere 1 "V‘° h form3 in tte House of Commons 1- 
have those. P etltl0 “ Sb ° uld be written aatl printed ; I 

979. Did you give those to those whom your agents employed ? —Yes, I 

think 
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think I have seen those in the agents' hands. Where they are regular petitions 
they are observed. ( After a pause.) Not the instruction which has come out 
since the matter was before the House, that no one must sign tor another 
person. I did not mean that. I meant that the form of petition must be 
written or engrossed, not printed, and it must be done on paper or parchment 
rolled. I never saw any printed instructions with regard to the prohibition of 
per pro signatures. 

980. Chairman.] What the honourable Member means is the Rules of the 
House of Commons with regard to petitioning? — I never saw them, but 
I should not require anything of that kind. I should never think of sending a 
petition which was not genuine. 



Mr. CARLTON ROBERTS; further Examined. 

981. Chairman.] You desire to make an explanation, do you not, with regard 
to certain points?— With regard to the sheets when they were taken to Mr. 
Wragg's office, I understood from Mr. Wragg that I had a general responsibility 
to see these things carried through. He placed at my disposal the staff in his 
office for the purpose of counting them, looking through the sheets, and attach- 
ing them to petitions. It was I, if anybody, who gave instructions how the 
different sheets should he allocated, to which heading they should be allocated, 
and I would go in generally and see three or four men at work looking over 
them ; and I would say, “ Have you sent yesterday's batch off ?” “ Yes ; I have 
brought in so many more this morning, and I want them to go to so-and-so ; you 
will find the sheets belong to such a district here ; ” and my impression was, 
and that is what I meant with regard to the racehorses, when I saw the clerks 
at Mr. Wragg’s office carefully looking down the sheets, as I have seen them for 
days examining them, to see whether there was anything incorrect in the 
petition. 

982. Colonel Bridgeman.] Have you ever discovered anything which was 
not correct? — I have, certainly. 

983. And have you thrown them out ? — Yes ; for instance, I remember there 
was a whole sheet signed by one man, and a cross against each man ; it had 
evidently been written by ore person. The elerk said, “Look here, we cannot 
send this ; ” and I said, “ Very well, take it out.” 

984. Then how were you able to settle the payment ?— That was just 
one instance, and very trivial, only two sheets. Each sheet takes about 28 to 30 
signatures. 

985. You menu simply a cross?— Yes ; he put John Tomkins, cross ; John 
Smith; John Simpson, cross; John Smith; and so on. So that it did not 
appear that they were authorised. 

086 Would it not have been better to have had some arrangement ns to the 
sheets that you paid for?— I had such confidence in these men, and I have no 
doubt that I called the attention of my agents to the fact that certain sheets had 
been sent in in that way. 

987. Was there only one sheet that you passed in that way 1— No ; I did not 
* consider it was sufficiently glaring ; but I have no doubt I said that it was 

clear the man did not understand his mark, and I pointed it out. 

988. Mr. DalrympleJ] Where did you discover that ? — I discovered it in Mr. 
Wragg’s office. 

989. Was that where you discovered the rubbish you mentioned as having 
been written upon the sheets ?— No; that was through one of the agents who 
was collecting the sheets. My agent brought me out the sheets with the name 
of Mr. Gladstone and a number of prominent people, and then across the middle 
was a lot of indecent stuff along with the names of people who had signed 
bond fide names, whom I knew myself. Of course I did not pay him for them. 
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990. Mr. Donald Co- av ford. ] Have you never made any investigation in a case 
like that where the whole sheet appeared to be fictitious ? — Will you allow me 
to explain that early in the month, of April last I gave the word to stop. I 
wrote round to all the agents that we had enough signatures, and that we did 
not want any more, and that I was prepared to bring the matter to a close. I 
said, “ I will take all that can be brought in up to a certain date ; I am not very 
particular as to the exact date, but keep it down as much as possible.” Directly 
that note was out, all the sheets that had been left out by people in different 
places were hastily gathered in to get them in in time. There were more 
signatures coming into my hands during- that week than had come in before. It 
was from the petitions that came in during that rush, when all these petitions were 
finally made up from, and that there has been all this question about. The earlier 
petitions were never questioned in any way ; it was only the hurry at the last 
when everybody was desirous of getting their sheets in, that these unfortunate 
mistakes occurred. 

991. Mr. Tollemache: ] When you spoke of the sheet that was signed all 
through by one man with the murks attached, do you recollect at all by whom 
that was signed ? — I could not say, but I can produce the sheet. 1 should have 
brought it to Mr. Wragg’s office the previous morning. The clerks would then 
have sorted the petition up, and would have come across that sheet. 

992. Might we ask for that petition ? — 1 think I can produce it. 

993. When there was a cross and a name by the side of it, you did not think 
that man was witnessing the signature ? — I thought it might have been so, but 
the cross had been so palpably put by someone. I may say that I had the proof 
myself of the way in which the work was done, which was very satisfactory. 
A man called upon me to sign one of these very petitions ; he had got every- 
thing most satisfactorily arranged ; he had got the petition most regularly ; he 
had heading paper. He said, £; I have a petition here in favour of the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wine duties; would you do me the favour to sign 
Mr. Roberts ? ” I said 1 had already signed the petition, but you may go down- 
stairs and ask the men. If they like to sign it they may leave ofF their work 
for a few minutes for the purpose; so I thought that it was being perfectly pro- 
perly carried out. And then, again, it very often happens that when a man is 
sigiung a petition at a factory he will be asked by his mates to sign it for. them, 
a,nd he will do that. • I do not, of course, approve of that, but in that way a peti- 
tion may be signed by three people in the same handwriting in three cousecutive 
signatures or more. 



Mr. JOHN LLOYD, sworn; and Examined. 

994- Chairman.'] I believe you are the Honorary Secretary to the Anti-Coal 
Tax Committee? I am a Justice of the Peace for the County of Brecon; 
J am Honorary Secretary of the London Municipal Reform League, and also 
of the Anti-Coal Tax Committee. 

995. Have you any information to give the Committee with regard to the 
subject 01 this inquiry .- — I have this information to give, first of all, as regards 
our own petitions ; we have sent in a very large number to the House of Com- 
mons against the continuance of the coal and wine duties ; those petitions are 
? P °"J'? Ur . re S , f ters an< *as far as I know they have been honestly collected and 
bona fide signed, and I believe I am able to identify any one of them if it is 
called m question ; we sent them to the Members of Parliament connected 
with the districts in which they were obtained, with a note in each case inform- 
ing them that such a petition was sent. The letter books which I have here 
would enable me to trace each petition, the number of signatures upon it, and 
the Member of Parliament to whom it was sent ; we did not send the letter in 
the same enclosure as the petition, because the Rules of the House of Commons 
are against it. I rather think it is a rule which leads to one parcel being dis- 
connected from another. The rule of the Post Office is that the petition must be 

sent 
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sent open, and that prevents your sending it accompanied by an ordinary letter. 
Still I should say in our case we have always sent a letter to the Member of 
Parliament at the same time as the petition was sent, and I shall be happy to 
answer any questions with regard to any petitions that we have sent. 

996. You had nothing to do with the petitions from the other side : merely 
with what you sent yourself P — Only with those against the coal and wine 
duties ; we are a committee formed for the purpose of preventing the passing 
of the Coal and ‘Wine Duties Bill. 

997. Therefore all you come to do is to testify to the genuineness of your 

petitions?— I have no reason to doubt that every petition has been properly 
obtained and properly signed. .. . 

998. You have a list of the petitions you sent in? — Yes, I believe of all those 
that we sent in. 

999. Mr. Lowlher. 1 You say you see they are properly obtained and properly 
signed ; how do you know that? — We take the proper steps. 

°i 000. What are the proper steps ? — We employ proper persons. 

1001. That is to say, those whom you believe to be proper persons r — Yes; 
and we verify the petitions as far as possible. 

1002. But you cannot verify them everywhere? — No, you cannot go every- 
where. 

1003. How do you know they are bond fide, signed They appear to be 
authentic, and the signatures appear to be bond fide in the handwriting 
of the parties whom they represent ; I know a great many signatures from my 
experience in London ; 1 know a great many of the people’s signatures to these 

^ 1004.' What number would there be in each ? — There is a petition here {refer- 
ring to the list handed by the Clerk) with 503 signatures ; Mr. Caudle got that, 
and it was presented by Mr. Pickersgill. , 

1005. Do you know the whole of those 503 signatures r — No, I do not think 
we sent in that petition from our office ; that was sent in by Mr. Caudle, but the 
engrossing was paid for by us. 

1006. You have stated that you saw that the signatures were properly 
obtained and that the petitions were properly signed ?— Yes, all those that have 

gone through us. , _ , .... - 

1007. Will you take one that has gone through you?— I have a petition from 
this list presented through Mr. Chamberlain ; I will refer to the letter* book and 
see if we sent it to Mr. Chamberlain. 

The Witness was about to refer to his letter -book. 

1008. Will vou give me the name of any one petition that you did send m; 
— I cannot without examination, for this reason : that we have presented sorne- 
thing like 250 or more petitions, and which of those in this special list which 1 
have seen now for the first time, we presented I do not know. 

3009. You have presented about 250, signed on the average by 100 people, 
shall we say ? — Yes. • 

1010. That would give you 25,000 signatures ?— Yes. 

ion. Would you undertake to say that all these signatures were properly 
obtained and properly signed ?— No ; but we have employed respectable persons 
to obtain them, and as far as I am able to see, they have been bona fide without 

the least suspicion of fraud. , , . „, r o_.„j 

1012. You have never found amongst the signatures you have got any fraud- 
ulent signatures ? — No. 

1013. Colonel Bridgeman .] Have you ever taken out a fiftieth part of the 
signatures, say the fiftieth name, to see if it was genuine ?— We have gone as 

far as this, that we have employed a detective officer. „ , . , 

1014. To ascertain that yonr own signatures were genuine ?— No, but to 
a certain that our opponents’ signatures were not genuine. 

1015. Mr. Tollemache.'] Your committee are interested in the rejection of a 

certain Bill — Yes. „ 

1016. And I suppose they subscribe.- 1 Yes. 

1017. And you are their secretary ?-Yes, honorary secretary. ^ 
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1018. Are you instructed to take any steps to secure that object? — Yes. 

1019. What steps were to be taken ?— Among other ways, to employ certain 
persons to get signatures. In the first place we have a large voluntary connec- 
tion throughout London, and from those we have got a very large number of 
signatures without any paid employment whatever; the employment of paid per- 
sons was subsidiary to that. I should say that we have got more signatures a 
good deal from unpaid than from paid efforts. 

1020. How many agents did you employ for this collection? — About four or 
five I have employed. 

1021. 1 suppose you could give the Committee their names ? — Yes, and their 
addresses. 

1022. And those, I suppose, would be head agents? — No ; one of these 
gentlemen in the room, Mr. Wilson, had some ol the work to do ; he is a 
member of the committee himself, and he employed sub-agents. With the 
exception of Mr. Wilson there has been no other person employed as the head 
agent; the others have all been the actual persons who collected the signatures; 
they came to the office and brought their reports in. 

1023. Could you give the Committee the names of the others? — Yes, I have 
the names here. 

1024. Will you put in the names ? — The list is as follows: W. JE. Smith 
12, Ashburnham-road, Chelsea; J. Woodmansee, 1, Mawbey-road, Old Kent- 
road, S.E. ; J. Hall, 102 , Whitechapel-road, E. ; J. T. Hughes, 56 , Angrave- 
street, Haggerston, E, ; J. Donald, 137 , Victoria Cottages, Mile End Old Town; 
W. Norrish, 2, Fowler-street, Camberwell ; and also N. Wilson, 102, South- 
ampton-row, W.C. 

102.5. What payments were made to them ?— The payments come to 
123 /. 14 s., including 20 /. for the detective officer. 

10-26. How do you pay ; so much a hundred? — No. 

. 102 7* Do you pny by the job ?— Mr. Wilson had 40 /. voted for him to get 
signatures from the workshops in the particular way which he thought would be 
an efficacious and proper way. He had 40 /. voted to him out of the 103 /., so 
that I have only spent 60 /.; 10/. of that was for paper and printing ; the 
amounts paid have been very small. 

1028. What happens to those sheets after they have been collected ?— There 
is one here, now which you may see ; the sheets were sent out tied up securely 
together with green tape ; they were brought back to us in that shape. I myself 
had never much to do with petitions before in my life, and when the London 
bovernment Bill was on we scarcely took any petitions whatever nor issued any 
circulars ; we thought it would be no use ; and it is only in this instance that 
■we have cone it to any extent. What we have done has been to send out 
sheets ot paper with the written heading, where we thought they were likely 
to be circulated; six or seven sheets pinned together and fastened with a tape; 
they came back to us m that form ; we never separated them or disconnected 
ST l‘” r wa J- whatever. Mr. PickersgilL presented Mr. Caudle's petition 
with 500 names to it; but subsequently Professor Stuart stated to us that 
petmons were not allowed to be sent in if they were only tied together. From 
that day on we disconnected them and pasted them together in "our office, hut 
practically they came to us in the same shape as that in which we had sent them 
out not at all disconnected one from the other ; and I believe 1 shah be able 
to trace each person who had to do with any particular petition. 

1029 Colond Bridgman.] Are we to understand that the whole sum 
expendi d m getting up your petitions was only 1 23 1 ' Yes, including 20 1 . to 
the detective. ° 

How did the detective obtain access to the petitions in favour of the 
the petitions" heheve under certain conditions you can obtain access to see 

to pay^h^fee ^ inStructions to See the petitions ?— Yes ; he asked me for money 

Toltemaehe.'] When; before this business came into the news- 
P p ■ J believe he came here the day before it got into the paper. It was 
very nearly contemporaneous with that 



1033. Mr * 
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1033. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] I think you said that your society presented 
upwards of 200 petitions ? - About 250- 

1034. It is a large number? — A very large number have gone through our 
office directly or indirectly 

103 Representing about 25,000 signatures ? — r < s. 

,036. May I ask how many of those were obtained through your own agency 
in the manner you have described r — It is very hard to say ; about half, I should 
suppose ; we have a large voluntary connection through London. The leaders 
of these bodies we are connected with passed, first of all, resolutions at the different 
clubs in favour of the abolition of the coal and wine dues ; then we asked them 
to petition Parliament, and so in answer to our application they sent us nearly 
half our total number of signatures. . _ , 

1037. Then you would think that the other half would be obtained through 
your own paid canvassers? — Yes. 

1038. I think you have given the Committee the names of seven canvassers r 

—Yes, 1 have. _ 

103Q. Did you engage those men personally r — Yes, 1 did. 

1040. Did you know anything of their antecedents before you engaged them r 
— Yts ; one man came to me with a recommendation from a person whom I 
knew perfectly well ; I took him upon that recommendation, and he has proved 
a very reliable man. In every case I took every pains to ascertain that it was a 
thoroughly responsible person who undertook the work. 

1041. You have given the Committee the total of what was paid; but what 
sum did you arrange for each paid canvasser to receive ?— Five shillings a day 
is about wbat the men who did the work had. 

1042. Chairman.] Irrespective of the number of signatures they collected r 
As far as that is concerned no payment was made at all for numbers, none 
whatever. 

1043. Mr. Donald Crawford.] You tell the Committee that you banded out 

the headings with a number of sheets tipd together ? — Yes, they were tied 
together with green tape generally. . , . , 

1044. So that unless those sheets were improperly untied, the person who 
signed had the heading of the petition before him, and he signed below it i 
Yes. 

I04 r ,. And the petition was returned to you in the same form ? Yes. 

, 046'. And sent by you to the House in the same form ?— Yes. 

1047. Until you got a hint that they should be pasted together and not tied 

1048. How Ions' did it take you to collect those petitions ?— We began 
late ; we did not begin till about six weeks or two months ago, say about the 

ls * 04Q. e rKd l understand you to say that you have always addressed a letter 
to the Member of Parliament whom you desired to present the petition les. 

1050 And accordingly it was in the power of the Member to have recourse 
to you if he thought there was anything wrong about the petition that was sent 

t0 l'ovn To what extent were those petitions examined either by you or by any- 
body under your orders?— We opened the roll and looked down ‘he list, and 
would see first of all that the names weiemore or less appropriate to the district. 
Sometimes the headings at the top would nut be filled up or if we saw more of 
Camberwell names than of Bow names, we should head the pentane accord 
ingly. In taking petitions in London the names are very mixed, because a m 
mf/be living over the water, and he may be working where you get his i s.gna 
lure, so we looKed the list through to see where the people lived also ie 
took pains to see, as far as we could make it out, that there were no nam 
improperly entered ; but no doubt, in dealing with petitions like this, you must 
be liable occasionally to find things improperly done. 

10^2 Have vou found anything wrong ?- No ; one man I piessed very haul in 
a case in which I thought the handwriting, looked as 5 

assured me the names were not copied, so I ultimately pas- p -What 
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1053. What instructions did you give to the detective? — Apart from the 
petitions you are now engaged in examining name by name, there are a number 
of petitions of what I mav call a bogus character; that is to say, petitions from 
small meetings supposed to have been held ; for that reason amongst others we 
employed a detective to examine them. 

1054. You employed him to examine the petitions which were contrary to 
your own views? — Yes ; and of course in doing so he obtained more or less in- 
formation about our own men canvassing, and so on, through London. 

105 5 - He kept his eye on your men ? — He told me that our men were can- 
vassing for signatures. 

1056. Perhaps I may say some doubt has been thrown upon some of the 
signatures to your petitions. {The petition from Bethnal Green being exhibited 
to the Witness.) Do not some of those red signatures appear to you to have 
some great similarity '(—{After examining signatures in red ink). I think there 
is more than one handwriting here, although one or two may be written by the 
same people. 

1057. There is more than one handwriting, undoubtedly ; but does notit 
appear as if. several were written by the same hand? — To be an expert in 
caligraphy is a very difficult thing ; I should say that those signatures were 
written at the same time and with the same pen, and with the same kind of ink ; 
certainly there is a similarity between some of them, but I would not like to 
undertake to say they were written by the same person. 

1058. They would not excite your suspicion r— This petition, I think, we did 
look at for some time, and I think we came to the conclusion that it was 
genuine. 

10,159. In the Case of each of those petitions brought in by your own 
canvassers would there be any difficulty in discovering which of the canvassers 
obtained signatures to a particular petition r— We could tell you that, I believe 
I may say that part of the heading, the Humble Petition 'of the inhabitants 
“ of Bethnal Green, in the County of Middlesex," is my own writing. 

1 060. But that is not my question ; it is of importance to the Committee to 
know whether the petitions can be traced to their origin or not. In the case of 
each of your petitions are you able to tell the Committee which canvasser ob- 
tamed the signatures I believe we can. 

'061. How can you teU it ?— First of all, we should probably have received 
the petition from some one to whom we acknowledge it* 

1062. I do not quite understand what you mean by that ?— A petition might 

. e or *1 might be brought to us, and we should acknowledge the receipt of 
it, it it were sent. r 

1063. That you would find in the letter-book ?— Yes. 

1064. But the petitions would be generally brought to you, would they not, 
by the canvassers i— Of course there is no rule with regard to that 1 there is 
more or less a dtfficulty in tracing out each individual petition, but 1 believe it 
can be done. 



1065. Mr. lollemache . ] Is this the petition upon which you said just now 
that you cross-examined one of your canvassers very closely?— No ; it was the 
, m berwell petition, presented by a man named Norrish, whom we employed: 
lie was engaged m South London. 

10 > 66 . Could you tell the Committee where he lives ? — No. 2, Fowler-street, 
Camberwell. 

1067. He satisfied you that the signatures were genuine? — Yes ; I pressed 
him very hard upon that point. 
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Tuesday, l Oth May 1887 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Sir Charles Forster. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 
Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. William Lowther. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Yiscount Lymington. 
Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache. 
Mr. Wiggin. 



Sir CHARLES FORSTER, in the Chair. 



ON THE KING'S CROSS AND ST. PANCRAS PETITION 
AGAINST THE CONTINUANCE OF THE COAL AND WINE DUTIES, 
PRESENTED BY Mr. R. G. WEBSTER ON THE 6th MAY 1887 . 



Mr. CHARLES STEWART GRAHAM, sworn ; and Examined. 

lc6S. Chairman.'] Where do you reside? — At 136 , Bayham-street, Camden- 
road, N.W. 

1069. What are you ?— A clerk. , t , 

1070. To whom?— I am clerk, temporarily, to Mr. R. G. Webster, Member 

of Parliament for East St. Pancras. . , .... 7 

1071. You are clerk to the honourable Member who presented the petition . 

1072. Have you made inquiries connected with ‘ hes JL petitions f—Y es; i 
had the petition now in question handed to me by Mr. Webstei, ^m 

make some inquiries. I called upon 30 of the signacor.es, and out of the 30 

I found there were 10 defaulting. , 

1073. What do you mean by “ defaulting? —Ten not as described upon the 

^1074.' Do you mean 10 not known, or 10 improperly described ?— Improperly 
described. 

1075. Yicount Lymington.] But real signatures ; that is to say, that the people 

signed them although they were not properly described, is that so ; were they 
genuine signatures i-Noi the 10 were not genuine signatures Thereultof 
my examination is the following : five not known two boys under age , ra one 
case the wife stated to me that it was not her husband s signature Mother dot 
not sign or authorise any one to sign for her and rn another case the name was 
known, but the person did not live at the address as stated. .hat 5 — 

1 076. Y ou say that there was one case under age ; how do you know tha 

I was shown two boys, and I was told that one was under 1 8 and the other Hi ° 

1077. What was the petition ?— It was a petition against the continuance ot 

the i07 0 8' The^lre teTonly 30 signatures to the petition ?-No ; they are 
described as 'being S2 signatures upon the petition, but there are only 81 , as 

° n iC79 r Ou d t of the 81 , I want to know how many are forgeries !-I only called 
upon 30 , as I had not the time to spare to go further. Jo8o _ Have 
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1080. Have you anything else to say to the Committee ? — Nothing, except 
that I can give the names and addresses of the parties I called upon. 

1081. Chairman.] Would you describe which of the five are not known ?— 
There is a man described as C. H. Huntley, journalist, 82, Judd street ; that is 
all upon the petition. 

1082. Mr. Lowther.~\ Doe9 he exist: — I could not find any such person at 
82, Judd -street. 

1083. What was the next ? — The next is a person described upon the petition 
as J. Jane, labourer, of 12, Cromer street ; that is not known. The next is a 
person of the name of W. S. Mostin ; I interpret the writing here as “general 
dealer," living at 1, Prospect-terrace. The next is someone by the name of 
W. Beaun, 64, Harrison-street ; there is no such number, and the man is not 
known ; I inquired as near to that as I could. The next is a person named 
J. Smith, 15, Ossulston-street ; there is a person there of the name of Mary Smith, 
but she did not sign any petition for or against the coal and wine duties, nor 
did she authorise any one to sign for her. 

1084. This man is described there as of 15, Ossulston-street, carpenter? 

Yes. Then there were two boys under" age, named Grellier, both residin'*- at 
211, Gray’s Inn-road; one described as a compositor, and the other as a vellum 
binder. 

1085. Did you see them ? — I saw one of them, and I saw the father. 

1086. How old was the one you saw? — 1 should take him as a chap of about 
16, as near as I could tell; and the father told me that the other one was 18 
years of age ; he wa9 not in the shop. 

1087. Mr. Tollemache.] Then there were two who did not sign? — There was 
a W. Sadler, described as a shutter-maker, of 39, Cromer-street. The wife states 
that the signature is not that of her husband. 

1088. Viscount Lymington.] Then there is another one that yon find is not a 
genuine signature? — There is W. Smith. I have given the incidents as to 
that. 

1089. Mr. Lovdher.] Do you know at all how those signatures were obtained? 
— Yes ; these signatures were obtained at one place where there was a petition 
in the street. I do not know any further. 

1090. But you do not know it was this one? — No, I do not know that. 

1091. Did you find that any of them were correct? — Yes; I found that 20 
out of 30 were correct. 

1092. But you did not hear from them under what circumstances they signed 
the petition? — No, I did not. 

1093. It was in the street? — It was in the street. I was informed by one 
person that he signed it in the street. 

1094. Was there anybody attending to it ; there would not be a petition out 
in the street without somebody attending to it? — No. I understand there was 

■ a table in the street, with a man attending to it, with the petition, and he 
asked people as they went by to sign it. 

1005. Where was that? — In the Gray’s. Inn -road. 

1096. Did you ask who the man was? — I did not. 



Mr. ROBERT GRANT WEBSTER (a Member of the House), Examined. 

1097. Chairman .] I believe you are Member for East St. Pancras ?— I am. 

1098. And you presented some petitions with regard to this question?— I 
did, on Monday, the 2nd instant. I went to the Cloak Room of the House of 
Commons, and I there received this petition in the Cloak Room. I received 
the same morning a covering letter from Mr, John Lloyd, of Lancaster House, 
Savoy, mentioning that this petition bad been sent to me. I did not present 
that petition at that particular time, but I handed it, as has been stated by the 
previous witness, Mr. Graham, to him, to go to the St. Pancras district to find 
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10 th May 1887.1 Mr. Webster, L Continued . 

out the accuracy of the signatures, and he gave me precisely the same informa- 
tion regarding that petition as he has given to the Committee. On the 5 th or 
Mav I went to the Speaker, and asked him what I ought to do with this peti- 
tion, saying that there were 10 false signatures upon it. _ The Speaker said he 
thought that a-i there were some legal signatures upon it I was able to present 
it hut that I ought to write a covering letter to the Committee on Public Peti- 
tions to inform them of the facts that had come to my knowledge. 

1099. And you did present that petition, did you not?— I did present that 
petition. 



Mr. NEWTON WILSON, sworn; and Examined. 

uoo. Chairman.] What are you r— I am a mechanical engineer, of the 8rm 
of Newton Wilson & Company, well known as sewing-machine manufacturers 

for the last 33 vears. , . _ , , „ « 

not. Where do you reside?— 26 , Hilldrop-road, Camden-road, Holloway. 

1102. 1 believe you are prepared to give the Committee some information 
with reaard to the petitions now before them?— I am ; 1 have had to do con- 
siderably with these petitions during the last five weeks. I am a member of the 
Anti-Coal Tax Committee, and I am a member also of the Executive Committee 

of the Municipal Reform League. . ... . 

nos Do you know Mr. Lloyd r-I lmow Mr. Lloyd exceedingly well , at 
a recent meeting of the Anti-Coal Tax Committee, I suggested that the work of 
the petitions had not been sufficiently carried out, and that if they were so dis 
posed I wonld underlake a certain work myself, especially that of putting out 
petitions amongst manufacturers a<l over London. The result of it was that the 
committee resolved to place a certain sum of money, then 30 L, at my disposal 
for the purpose, and I engaged a number .of men, at least several responsible 
men whom l could trust, to take out the petitions which I had prepared, and 
leave them at various establishments all over the Metropolis, north, south, east, 
and w est hut chiefly north anti south, south-east, and south-yvest, extending from 
Lambeth to Deptford, and a great part of Islington and that district. I sent out 
in that way over 200 petitions, and X have collected back some 1.0 with signa- 
tures upon them, and Lout 50 blanks. Out of those 120, 92 have been presented 
to the House of Commons. In some cases I should explain to the Committee 
that I found the signatures so few upon some of them, that I appended other 
sheets which I had from the same district, so as to amalgamate them ; they aU 
came in from the same districts. The men engaged upon that work were all 
naid bv time so much per day, and they were paid their expenses, in addition, 
such as the expenses offing to and fro, and everything of tijat kind ; nothing 
more than that; nothing for refreshments or anything °f lant • Those 
netitions were all presented between the 2oth of April and the 3 rd of May inclusive, 
petitions were mpresen amounted to 92 petitions, containing 

U 505 s an uuTe a, d 1 have'e^ry real to believe, as fa? as I know barring 
!hl°leS?n have just heard fli Mr. Webster and his clerk thm the = 
lures are in every case genuine. In the particular case in question 1 slioum 
like to see the petition, because it is one of those that I forward ^, I 

satisfied of that (The petition was handed, to and inspected, by the t itness \) 

,0A 11 see there the signatures which Mr. Webster noticed as being 

appearance it presented. 

man in * c^rg^^^l^one^^ 0 the^ stend?lia^ j^^^s^SrLs^^ey 

Cubitt's yard to take the signatures from the men, and X said I had no objec 
tion ; and the man that I employed paid the other men outside. Wag 

0.73. H 4 
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uo6. Was that out of what you gave him ?— No, he sent me in a separate 
charge. * 



1107. Viscount Lymington.~] But you were allowed 30/., were you not? 

Yes. I was given 30/. at this time to lay out; I have to account for what 
I lay out, and I have to present my accounts to the Committee when they are 
complete. Those signatures were obtained at a table in the Gray’s Inn-road 
exactly opposite, as I believe, Cubitt’s yard. But ot all those signatures that 
I have caused to be collected and presented, I have scrutinised every sheet and 
passed none which I had reason to think were in any way doubtful ; and in 
order to provide for the identification of those sheets at any time, I not only 
took the addresses of the men who were concerned in them, but I numbered the 
petitions consecutively ; and I believe it is possible therefore to produce in 
24 hours the rnan who witnessed the signature of any person on any sheet that 
I have caused to be presented to the House of Commons. 

1108. There are certain names in the petition you have before you which 
Mr. Webster’s clerk, a previous witness, gave to us ; there is “ C. H. Huntley 
82,' Judd-street” ? — I have that name before me, “Journalist, 82, Judd-street.” * 
. 1 ,0 9* Do you know that man ? — No, I do not know personally any of these 

signatories. 

11 10. Could the Committee have evidence that he did sign it? — I think it is 
very likely. I should not doubt the genuineness of the signature, even after the 
statement of Mr. Webster’s clerk. 

mi. But you said that you had no doubt that within 24 hours every 
signature in the petition could be verified?— To this extent, that the man who 
received the signatures could be produced, who would he prepared to say that 
the person so representing himself signed the petition in his presence; but he 
could not guarantee the signature, nor could any man guarantee the signature. 

ni2. Have you a note of the man who witnessed this signature? — Yes, 
I have his name and address. 

1113. What is his name? — I could not. give it you off-hand, but I have the 
names and addresses of all those men at my office. 

1 1 Dulonel Bridgeman.’] Could you tell me by what means you could 
identify that; where is the mark or number?- 1 have not marked upon each 
individual sheet, but upon each individual petition there is a pencil mark. This 
petition comprises a few additional sheets which have been added: those have 
oeen added from the signatures that were taken; and looking at this smear. 
J have no doubt from this fact that the signatures were all taken from a table in 
the Gray s Inn-road, outside Messrs. Cubitt’s yard. I could put my finger on 
the man in a moment. 



1 1 15. Mr. Wigging What is the number of that petition ?— This is one that 
was lelt m the first place at Sage’s, in the Gray’s Inn-road, and it is marked 
y my representative s own mark, “ Sage ” ; it has no consecutive number, but it 
.v s , a nU1 ? ei f in , 1 ! st . ; has n °t a number upon it, because the first batch 
that went out, and this is one of them, had not been numbered ; the numbers 
were appended m my own registered list. 

-_h Vfip' r, That ha n !° r ml f r } ~ lt has no number > but it has a name upon it, 
and the name will he found in my registered list. 

V 1 "' Chairman.]. Has your attention been called to the fact of two boys 
undei age signing it, residing at 211, Gray’s Inn-road ?- Yes. 

to oi vp ii ^ f ^ X ^ ana H 0n t0 about that ? — I have no explanation 
L H n that / but the /. emark 1 would make upon that is this, that there 
o-ivpn SZ °! T and v n the next P lace 1 would say, that although I had 
werTto be^Pn v^ 086 Wh ° T re 8etting si o natures that no signatures of boys 
Toll 1 / 2 ? an3 '° ne of 1 ? rai S ht have been taken. At 18 many a boy 

nf tfip w ’•* U .e wasnot in that witness’ evidence any proof of the age 

M to Mr rZ S S, T -1 f5ti “ ate ' which “ight ^ very Wide, 
or e ^ ac ^ e -l l |lero is no proof all through the petition of the age 

ch'ld ” ^ nce an y one : — certainly not ; but care is taken to exclude 
igna ures taken m the street are open peculiarly to this objection, 

that 
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[ Continued. 



that thev are open to anybody writing anything upon them., and writing any- 
thino: upon them before the person in charge of the petition can see what is 
written upon it. In the case of these two boys I do not think it is open to any 
question at all. 

1120. Mr. Loicther.] How many of these petitions passed through your 

hands? — Ninety-two. . 

1121. And how many signatures altogether, do you know: — Ihere were 

11,505 signatures. 

1120 Mr. Dalrymple.'] You said you felt indignation at the appearance of 
that sheet ; that, l understand, was owing to its inky condition ’ — Precisely; it 
was owing to its discreditable condition. 

1123. It had not occurred to you that there was anything not genuine upon 

it?— Nothing whatever. _ , TT7 . . , , . A . 

11 24 And you say that the evidence just given by Mr. Webster s clerk does not 
imnress you, and you retain the belief that the signatures are all genuine r-No, 

I would not say that. I think it is quite possible that the evidence may apply 
to some of them ; but what I said was, 1 think, that until I heard the evidence 
of Mr Webster's clerk I had not the slightest doubt as to the genuineness 
of any of those signatures; but I should like now to question some of that 
evidence. With regard to this journalist, I should have no doubt that it is a 
perfectly true signature. I have here a list of the petitions I sent in; they are 
ma ked consecutively; the number of the signatures to each, the title of each, 
“nd when sent in upon each day from 25 th April to 3 rd May inclusive. 

1125 But vour statement that petitions in the streets are particularly open 
to mistakes, by reason of the fact that anyone may come and write anything he 
liS upon them, would certainly lend probability to the belief that upon the 
sheet there were some signatures which were not genuine ?— Certainly ; no 

in the street why do you consider it so improbable that there should be some 
statures which are not genuine? -I do not think it improbable I think it 
wmh-ihle that there would be some signatures that are not genuine; but a mail 
“ has no object in forging tbe° name of another man to a peM.on or n, 

putting any I saw thi 

some people will c io tl sharper” I cut that sheet in three, I cut out 

1127. Vo you a j r , , , j bv ailV one ? — If es, because I 

streets, which, as you sny, ye hable the signatures of the working 

think that is the only "V . t 5 d from their avocations, but it is impos- 

classes ; you can get at them go g distinguishes the petitions I 

^ ““ ,ilk4 

ance to the one ! ' a ^ way ever since I ’was a child, and I have never yet 
seen signatures taken m tnis wuy , 

heard any effective objection raised to this mode. 

“tst. And therefore you have py^edjt ?-I have^ctised .Tm ^certain 

extent as I have indicated , V *|™ a:l illB ^ nce the principal has signed first and a 
from workshops where, in workmen salesmen, clerks, and others, as 

number of bis employes a er ’ ^ the petitions have been taken in the 

the case may be; but a great numtar o^p^no ^ ^ gone from 

streets at well-known P'^. ” d “ tha d J Te been presented by Mr. Webster, 
different districts such as St. rancras, a ^ 1132. You 

0.73- 
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Mr. Wilson. 



[ Continued. 

1132. You can understand that some error will creep in ? — Undoubted! 

1133 - You have heard the evidence given this morning with regard m 
30 signatures , J -I beg pardon ; I did not know there were 30 named I tin 
the statement with regard to 10, but I did not hear it with regaid to 30 h ^ 

1134. There was evidence given with regard to the 30 signatures of 1 •. 

was stated that 10 were bad. You have' slated, I think, that you rather 
demurred to the boy’s signatures being considered as bad because their aS 
might not be known ? — I said, at that time of life. ^ 

1135. Let us leave out the boys for a moment; there are eight signatures 

which are said to be unauthentic?— Yes. B “^natures 

1 136 That is then one-fourth of 30 ?- Should it not he rather taken in nro 
portion to the total signatures upon the petition l P 10 ~ 

• V. 37 ' ° n J? 30 8 > nat u Ure * bave been examined; I am asking you is „ Qt 
efght more than a fourth oi the 30 that were examined ?-Undouhtrilv 

1 138. If it were true that more than u fourth of a batch of 30 were bad that 
would very seriously impair the value of the petition i-Of that particS 
petition I should say. paitioular 

. I13 9 - Aft “ hearing the evidence that you have heard, is it vour opinion a, 
rar as you can form an opinion, that those eight signatures arl bad 0 not ?- 
I should decline to express an opinion ; I should decline to form one until I had 
an opportunity of examining the facts myself, i will not. Question the " d 
winch has been given as far as its truthfulness is concerned, but I am not mf 
pared 10 admit it without an entire examination of my own P 

l M °. Would you he prepared to furnish the Committee with an examination 
and explanation 0 these 10 signatures which have been imputed “?f Z 
signatures are copied out and given to me I shall h* lJ 1 ° 7 ' j At , 

such an examination, and report the result' " ° un ^ erta ^ £e 

-Abs!,iulr PI T 0 h 5 T eXert!onS . in tbis matter are gratuitous, are they not? 

sinte its formation 1 I if" an “ tlTe “ e “ber ° f lh « Municipal Reform League 
since its formation. I have addressed something like 30 public meetings on 
this question within file last three months, and ^n no case have T askS or 
received a single penny, even for my expenses. 

1142. Is Mr. Lloyd an honoraiy secretary or a paid secretary >— He is on 

honorary secretary absolutely. 1 secretary t — He is an 

1143. Chairman.] He is a Justice of the Peace, is he not ’ Yes. 

empbring'anSter^I You said something about one of your men 
mitteeVat there was k “ 0W ™ hetller y°u would suggest to the Com- 

comne enTto fol “. rf * ard ,0 this Potion tb “ others ?-I am 

tough* TEST :;C "T that P° int ’ b — “ 10 ™ 

manly eneae-eri whn « 1 J ect » as Jt w ^ re ? u came through a man 1 pri- 

petitions out in’ the works anffw* toM the'r^ft^K 11 in P utting ‘hose 
collected from one of iKp tpo i Z 6 t0 . Committee that this was actually 
went on and wa^filled ud with 7 •“ *** had “>« signatures. Then it 

rather not bring it laeTuntil "T aii to me, “I had . 

had previously applied for my *° “ ! ” b “‘ “ 

i zztras th r rs " ~ h ™ the ° th r 

observation wonid hardiy 

Donald Crawford) stated to an honourable Member fMr. 

those signatures, to investigate those ki 1 ™ |jared 40 fa ™ sh an explanation of 
I do not' 'tender bl i 8hoU ' d be glad t0 doso ’ 

gaiion. ’ but 1 should be § Iad to undertake the investi- 

tion !— Within two days'? ' V ° U ^ th<! Commlttee tbe result of your investiga- 

' collected in th^st^e^L^”couhi riotf ° U ^ h ° wman T pf tbe 92 petitions were 

1149. Have 
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1149. Have you any idea as to the proportion ?— I could give you a better 
idea as to the proportion ; that is to say, the proportion of the total signatures. 

1150. What proportion of the total number of 11,000 signatures would you 
think were obtained in the streets r— Fully half. 

u,0i. Would the 30 l. represent the total cost of collecting these signatures? 
—No ; I am out of pocket now, but I have not sent in my account; whatever 
I spend beyond that the committee will accord to me when I send in my 
account. 

1152. But I thought you conveyed the impression that 30 l. was the extent 
of your expenditure? — No; they first voted me 30 l., and subsequently another 

t 53. How much do you think you have already expended? — I should think, 
roughly, altogether, 52 l. or 53 l. 

1 1 54. Mr. Wig gin. 1 You have heard the last witness state that there were five sig- 
natures upon that petition from residents who deny having signed them. Now 
would it be possible for the persons to have signed those signatures in the streets, 
giving the address that is stated in the petition, and for that address to be untrue; 
is it possible that any of these signatures which are said to be^ false might have 
been signed by persons in the streets giving a false address ?— Yes. It is an 
unreasonable supposition, but not an impossible one, for this reason : a man will 
sign his name and occupation, and the like, and is perhaps ashamed of his 
address, and puts another ; there would be cases of that kind, no doubt. 

11.55. Chairman.'] The Committee would like to have an explanation, and 
they would be quite willing to prolong the inquiry to Thursday ? — I should like 
to ask whether this petition might be entrusted to me, as otherwise I cannot 
get the men to identify any of the signatures. 

Chairman.] The Committee will consider the question. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 



PETITIONS IN FAVOUR OF THE CONTINUANCE OF THE 
COAL AND WINE DUES. 

Mr. THOMAS CARRELL, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

1156. Chairman.] Where do you reside?— 21 , Liver pool-street. 

1157. Were you concerned in procuring signatures to these petitions . 1 

1158. By whom were you employed ? — By Mr. Roberts, of Hackney. 

1 1 50. Was your rate of remuneration agreed upon ?— It was. 

1 1 60. How much was it ?— I heard that Mr. Roberts had the working of tlies 
petitions, and T called in to see him. We talked the matter oyer and he asked 
me what I thought would be a sufficient price, and I said 8 s. per hundred 
names; that was to include all my incidental expenses, to wh.ch he ag.eed , and 
at the same time he agreed to pay me a remuneration of 3 l. 3 s. a week. 

1 161. Was that in addition to the 8s. per hundred signatures TV 

1 162. How long were you employed ?- About s.x weeks, 1 thmk it was. 

1163. How many signatures did you procure, do you say * I thmK aD0UC 

26 X To whom did you return the sheets?— To Mr. Roberts. 

116^ You engaged others to help you, did you not? ■ Yes. 

11 66. Could you give the Committee their names ?— I think the Committee 

had a list of the names handed in yesterday ; I have not them with me, u 
could furnish the Committee with a list of the names. 

:!8 

trT^^lunn^^pearan^e. 111 ? 1 paid him^ndTore the petition up before him, and 
sent him away. u6q. What 
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1 1 69. What petition was that ? — It was one of the petitions ; I had an idea 
that he had doue what he ought not to have done, so l simply tore it up. 

1 1 70. Why did you tear it up ? — Because there were several names in it 
plainly written by the same hand, and it struck me at once that he had been 
putting down the names. 

1171. Mr. Lowther .] Did he own that lie had done it ?— Yes, he did. 

1172. Colonel Bridgeman .] Did you pay him?— Yes, I paid him. 

1173. Mr. Wiggin.] Do you know that man?— I do not know where to find 
him now. The man’s name was Davies. I dare say I should be able to find 
him. 



1174. Mr. Lowther.] What is your mode of proceeding to get signatures 
You merely hand these sheets to these sub-agents, do you?— Yes ; but then 
they are chiefly men that I know something about ; most of these' men were 
sent to me by people that I know in business. 

1175. Did you know Davies?— No, I had not seen him before but he was 

brought to me by a man named Hibberd. He was out for me one day, and 
when he brought in the petition I was dissatisfied with it, and dismissed him 
and I did not think anything more about it. * 

1176. Did you tell him to get the signatures of ratepayers, householders, and 
people who were of age?— I went as far as this; I told him that I thought every 
working man was entitled to sign the petition, supposing he was a householder 
or even if he was in apartments. 

1177. And women's signatures, were they taken?— No, although there was a 
doubt about that. I had one or two of my men who asked me whether women 
who were householders might sign, and I told them no, they had better not- but 
whether they ought or ought not, I did not know. 

11 78. Did you put.the sheets together, or how did you manage it r — I usually 
gave a man four or eight sheets of paper, with a written heading on the top of 
one, and I put a paper fastener through them ; then besides that I let him have 
two or three printed forms in addition t.o the written heading at the top • he 
usually had two or three of those printed forms at the bottom, and two or three 
01 the small ones. 

H 79 - Have you signed any of those petitions yourself ?— No, I have not. 

11 bo. You never have ? — 1 have signed one. 

_ 1181. Y™ signed one to start it, the top signature ?— I think it was the top 
signature, that is the only one that I signed at ail. It was the front sheet. 

82 ' And T otl always look at those sheets when they come into you your- 
W 1 ! wv I e had something to do with petitions before, and as each man 

brought them m, I would examine them at the window of my office. In some 
instances I questioned the man if I found there was a mark to any name, and 
the explanation of that generally was that the man was not able to write, but 
put the maik to it and some one had witnessed it. In one instance there was 
not a witness, and I told the man that I must have one in future ; that the 
signatui e ought to he -witnessed ; but with the exception of using my best ability 
to do si hey Were SCTUine ' 1 did not veri,:sr “y of them : 1 was not asked 

< 183. And you never have done so ?— No, I have not. 

didyol not ?-m?dS U th S em y °" f ° r "' arded thet " ‘° 8 ° meb ° dy ’ 

haids?-Nl,TttTfotiow aTey ° U anyidea What Petitl ° ns oame through your 

of Jh»m'l C0 N d g f, ve the Committee any list of them; have you no record 
of them ’—None at all ; not in any way. 

.,Jh 1 ! 7 j-!J- t ( Where u llC headings purported to be from ratepayers in such-and- 
waAlonolu* I’m 1 8™ the Committee no idea ?— I had no district; I 
was supposed to do the City, but I found some of the men went a little outside 

London: F Su“d St parf “ ^ **** by pe0ple ia the 

118S. Chairman .] 
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1188. Chairman.'] Had you anything to do with the petition in which the 
names of the race-horses appear ?— I was not aware of it. 

1 1 8q. Viscount LymingtonJ] Were any of the people whom you employed 
responsible, as you believe, for the petitions that are called in question ; had 
you any of your agents in connection with the particular petitions in respect to 
which we are now prosecuting this inquiry? — I believe not. I have heard a 
areat deal about this matter, but I am still under the impression that all my 
men brought me in bona fide signatures ; I can bring in every man I employed, 
and every° man is willing upon his oath to say that they are bond fide ; I have 
seen several of them ; and, as for myself, I have no doubt about it. 

1190. Mr. Dulrymple.'] I suppose you would say that the thing chiefly kept 
in view is to get a number of signatures ?— This was a very popular matter 
somehow ; I do not know, I am sure, why it was ; but there seemed to be great 
favour for the continuance of the dues, and a man was easily able to obtain 
100 signatures a day. But that would be done in this way ; a man who was 
known would send his petition through a firm like Waterlows, where there are 
from 1,200 to 1,300 people employed, and he would get out of that number 200 
or 25o' signatures. Then I know a man who went through the Great Eastern 
Rahway Terminus where he obtained the number of 80 signatures in one or two 

hours. r 

not. A petition so signed would hardly be confined to the ratepayers or 
London'?— I take it that the different clerks and persons employed at the Great 
Eastern Railway would be all householders. 

! 102. The signatures would not include mere travellers? — No; these are 
men who signed and put down their private addresses ; but they were employed 

!193- Were your sub-agents paid by time or by the number of signatures 
obtained ?— They were paid by the number of signatures. 

1 1 04. Was there any time fixed within which the sheets were to be returned . 
_ flot at all. I pay different prices, and some men have better pay than others 
do ; some men that I only paid 4 5. a hundred to brought me in about the same 
number as those 1 paid 10 s. a hundred to. 

nQ <. You will understand that I am not throwing doubt upon your proce- 
dure 'but am only asking for information. T would like to ask you what 
means you have of testing the authenticity of the signatures;— The only means 
I had or at all events the only means 1 used, was to examine every sheet that 
was brought in, and if there was any semblance of copying, or if I thought any 
man had been writing names, I should tell the man of it - , 

1196. Is the manner in which the petition is carried about always known to 

t0 m°Q7 "Then what possible means have you of verifying the petitions ?— In this 
instance I could not do it, unfortunately ; but I have known petitions in which 
I could have verified every name ; in this case, however I could not do it. 

1108. You only say that these men are perfectly willing to be examined ?— 
If they have deceived me I have no means of doing anything to them, but file 
Committee have probably the means of summoning them here to give evidence. 
I have no reason to believe that they have deceived me. 

1199. Ur. Donald Crawford.] You say you have collected about 26,000 

"^rinl^^r'responsible to your immediate employer, Mr. Carlton 
"Rnhprts for the eenuinness of those petitions ? Yes. _ , , ., 

1 201 * Supposing you were shown a large batch of petitions, I understand 
yo^to say that you would not be able to tell the Comm, ttee, w.th regard to a 

1 iii.: ...v, o+i-i ov it rwiKRpd throueh vour hands or not. 

sheets. 



single sheet of those petitions, whether it passed through your hands or 
I ready do not believe 1 would know ; 1 might know some of the front 
because I took Particular notice of the names on some of hem. 



J202 : Ami you can ten, these 26 000 signa 

it re i“mnot able°te feel thM myself at^H. Tdo hot see how it i s y possible that 
they could be forgeries. 1203. Are 
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1203. Are you aware that, with regard to one petition, it has been confessed 
to the Committee that it is an entire forgery from brginning to end ?— Yes I 
have heard that. 

1204. Could you give any guarantee to the Committee that the other peti- 
tions; for example, those which passed through your hands, are not the same t 
• — No ; that is to say, 1 have not sent to find out whether those people abso- 
lutely signed or not, but in my own mind I believe them to be genuine. I have 
seen a number of my own men since, and I have talked to them, and they are 
perfectly prepared to_ take their oath and say that every signature they have 
brought me in is bond fide. 

1 205. What I want to bring- you to is this ; you have said, quite rightly, that 
you were responsible to Mr. Carlton Roberts for the genuineness of these signa- 
tures ?— I suppose I was ; there was nothing said about the responsibility atall- 
there was nothing thought about the matter ; It did not enter my mind. ’ 

1206. You did not understand that you were paid for getting bad signatures ? 

— Certainly not; I certainly thought I was paying my men for getting good 
signatures. b b ■ 

1207. Were not you responsible tor getting a good and genuine article?— 
Certainly I was, and I thought I was doing so. 

1208. If 3 on had been able to identify? the sheets which you got in, if any of 

them were bad, > ou would be in a position to trace the source of it, would you 
not i— Yes, I should think I would ; at least, I should think the men employed 
would be able to identify their own sheets ; I should imagine that. 1 

1209. But you are not able to identify them as having passed through your 
hands ?— No, 1 should not be, because I had them brought in every morniuo- ■ 
and after I had examined them and passed those that I thought were perfectly 
right, within ten minutes they were out of my possession ; there was no mark 
put upon them, or anything of the kind. If it should happen that I had to do 
a similar thing, I certainly should take the precaution to mark every sheet that 
1 had to do with ; but it was not done in this instance. 



1210. Chairman.-] With regard to these men of yours, whom you simply 
employed m getting up signatures and paid, were you allowed anything more 
tor them, or did that conte out of what was agreed by Mr. Roberts '/—It did. 

1211. You were allowed a certain sum by Mr. Roberts?— Yes 

1212. Out of that sum you paid these men r — Yes, I did. 

1213. Did you get anything more from Mr. Roberts? Nu. 

12H. Did you get nothing more than wiiat was stipulated ?— Nothing more 
ton that at ali I think it is 104/. 19s. 9 d. that I have received from 
Mi. Kuberts tor the signatures, and six times three guineas. 

3215. lhat included all your remuneration f — Yes. 

n„t "thfe 15 !t n0t ’ “ your °P i,liOT . a great temptation to 

hnmhe/,“nrn b ty of earning money, by procuring signatures at so much per 

brint o d t’be^wis h tb lands 0f ? 00r ! nen ’ with no om to test the possibility of their 
being otherwise than genuine signatures which they bring in ? It appears to 

Detition t rofnrl’ Ill ft °f ‘“e"? the g enuin ™ess of the signatures is JLd the 
pe ,t.on round afterwards to find out whether the people Ld signed it or not. 

t L S sl S nat , ure B out of a hundred, and then testing them? 

—I think that would be a very beneficial thing to do. 

vonr dntiPm t!^™’ “S? you ’ bein S P aid tbre e guineas a week, that it was 
I uhm^LnliVb nTd ll,tle - means 0f testin g those signatures ?— No ; because 
Lev wer^o n" C0Dfiden “ m men - I did not in the least apprehend that 
they were doing me or getting money from me by fraud. 

would of employment do those men have at other times ?-You 
who were p-lad t Hd° i-T men WGre tradesmen w ho were, doing badly, and 
Employ S a 6 t0 theil " income - Some w ould be clerks out of 

hundred sip-netrr not a ver - v - God c i ass °f man 1° put to this test of so much per 
ve. v 1 ones S Zn Wl ; ° Ut of employment, you would imagine, might not be 
vei y honest men when so tempted ?— It is the class of men that you have to deal 

with 
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with in these matters. I think the great hulk of the men that used to be 
engaged in legislation work were men out of work, or poor tradesmen who 
could take the things up for you. 

j 221 . You did not inquire into their character: — No; I had several people 
sent to me by people that I did know ; a firm in Thames- street sent me three 
or four. Messrs. White & Son, 217, Upper Thames-street, they are printers 
(I do not know the names of the men at the moment), they sent me a letter Saving 
that if I could find employment for those men they would be obliged to me. 

1222. Mr. Mulholland.'] I should like to know why you give 10 5. a hundred 
for some signatures, and 4 s. a hundred for others ? — That happened to be a 
man who thought he ought to have more money, and I, perhaps stupidly, but 
to give him a turn, gave him 10 s. I think it was from about 170 to 180 that 
he did. 

1223. It made no difference to the amount of work that be did? — No. 
I found one man, to whom I paid 4 5. a hundred, brought me in about 
75 signatures a day, and those that I paid 7 s. a day to, would bring me in about 
75 to 80 a day. 



Mr. CHARLES BOARD, called iu ; sworn, and Examined, 

•1224. Chairman .] What are you ?— I am a Commercial Traveller and 
Collector. . . . 

122.3. Were you employed with regard to these petitions in getting signa- 
tures? — Yes, I was. 

1226. By whom ? — By Mr. Carlton Roberts. 

1227. What were you to be paid ? — £. 3 a week as a salary, and to produce 
signatures at the price of 8 s. a hundred. 

1228. Were, you employed diiectly by Mr. Carlton Roberts ’—Yes, I was 
employed directly by Mr. Carlton Roberts; the 85. was to include all expenses 
and disbursements of every description. 

1229. For how long were you employed? — I believe for about from seven to 

'^■tu^Can you give the Committee the names of any men who acted under 
you as sub-agents ? — I can give you the entire list of the names of men who 
acted as canvassers for me.- 

1231. Who actually collected the signatures ?— Yes. 

1232. Does Bidmead’s name appear upon the list <— No, I had nothing to do 
with Mr. Bidmead. I was engaged in the South of London . 

1233. Will you read the names }—{Tke list was handed m). 

1224. Mr. Tollemache.-] What part did you collect for ?-My men. I think, 
were all living in the South of London; but they were at liberty to collect 
wherever they could get signatures ; and in some instances I paid them their 
travelling expenses. Some of them came over to this part of London; at any 
rate, we placed no restriction as to where they should get signatures. 

1235. At any rate, the petitions purported to contain the signatures of the 

ratepayers of particular districts r Yes. * 

1236. The headings were filled up when you gave the headings to your men r 

T237. Could you recognise any of the petitions which came through your 
hands? — No, 1 should be sorry to say I could. Inasmuch as 1 supplied, 1 
26,000 signatures, I think it would be almost too much to expect that I should 
he able to recognise any particular sheet. 

1238. Mr. Lawther.'] Did you not see the sheets when they were ready to be 

^imo.' Would you not recognise a petition if you saw the heading of it, which 
you filled up or sent out?— I could endeavour to do so ; but I should be sorry 

10 1 ^aWhere did your men go (—They principally came from the South of 

^don. ^ ,241. Mr. 
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1241. Mr. Tollemache .] What was the heading of your petitions 1 — The 
heading was simply a printed form, one of which was given to the canvasser as 
he went out in the morning, and when he brought the sheets back I examined 
them as closely as I could. 

1242. Mr. Loivther .] Could you ascertain where the canvassers had been? — 
I could see that by the addresses. 

1243. Thai ^ is possible that two men might go to the same place one day 
after the other ? — It was part of the direction given to the canvassers that "a 
ratenayer was not to sign twice ; if he had signed before he was not to sign 
again. 

1244. But did the canvassers always ask them? — I do not know that. My 
instruction to them was that no person was to sign twice. 

1 245. But they would not know whether a man had signed or had been 
asked to sign before ? — But I take it that the party would have said so, would 
he not ? 

1246. Was it a house-to-house canvass ? — Not exclusively ; I did not consider 
that I was restricted to a house-to-house canvass. I know that two of my men 
went down to Woolwich Arsenal, and they had a table outside, and collected a 
lot of signatures from the men working there ; and then again some of my men 
went into the gasworks ; not with the knowledge of the gasworks authorities, 
I might say, but they got into the gasworks, and they obtained a lot of the 
signatures in that way. It would be no use making a house-to-house canvass 
in the middle of the day, as the people would be all away practically. 

1247. Colonel Bridgeman.'] Were you acquainted with the canvassers ? — 
Yes, every one of them. I have until recently, and for 10 or 12 years, been a 
tradesman in south London, and I have peculiar facilities for knowing a lot of 
men that want employment; and I am confident that the men 1 employed were 
men who would not condescend to a forgery. 

1248. But when it is obvious that a certain number of petitions have been 
forged, and when every man who has employed others says that he is quite 
certain that none of his men would forge signatures, some of those men must 
be mistaken; would you be able to furnish any particulars of your men who 
would be at all likely to get signatures in an irregular manner ? — I cannot. 
I heard of the petition with the race-horses’ names attached, hut I should 
look upon that as a joke. I should assume that the petition had been left at 
the bar of a public-house, and that the names had been attached to it by way 
of a joke. 

1249. But when there are so many as 29 which have been questioned, it 
becomes a serious matter ? — I can only speak with confidence as to my own 
men. 

1250. What were your men ? — One of my canvassers was the secretary of the 
Primrose League over at Brockley. Another gentleman has been a stockbroker, 
and is at present living upon his wife’s income of 5 l. a week, and would 
naturally like to have another 305. a week added to it. Another was a 
carpenter, and knows a lot of men whose signatures he would be able to get; 
they were such men as those. 

1251. Chairman' | Are you in business for yourself? — I am not in business 
for myself, I am travelling for a firm. 

1252. But you are still in employment ? — Yes ; and I am also in the habit of 
assisting Mr. Carlton Roberts in any political work ; he is proprietor of a news- 
paper, and 1 work for him as collector and canvasser sometimes. 

1253. Mr. Lowther."] Did you look at those sheets yourself when they came 
back? — Yes, I did, personally. 

1254. And you did not find anything unusual in them ? — No, nothing at all, 
or I should have rejected them. I remember one man bringing me in a petition 
signed nearly all in the same handwriting, and he explained that by saying 
that he took the petition to a factory, and that the foreman had written all 
the men’s names down with the men’s consent ; and I rejected that and told 
him to take the petition back and get the men’s own signatures. 

1255. You 
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1255 . You do not recollect the number, perhaps ; was it a large number r It 
•was about 40 names, I should say; it was a sheet nearly covered. 

1 2^6. Viscount Lymington.'] When Mr. Carlton Roberts employed you as his 
sub-agent, what language did he make use of ; what did he say to you . —He 
was very impressive in his instructions that the signatures were to be bona Jute 
in every case. I was to be in the first place very careful in the selection of my 

men, and he knew, 1 may say, , _ . . 

] 2^7. That does not answer the question ; what did Mr. Carlton Roberts say 
to you ? — That every signature was to be bond fide, and that I was to be par- 
ticular in giving the canvassers instructions to that effect. _ 

1258. You have said that you secured about 26,000 signatures. About 

26,000 in round numbers. _ . v 

12 5Q. You have said you examined them closely?— Yes _ , 

t 260 What do you mean by that ? -Each man would bring m about 100 to 
150 ; not more than 150 a day; and as he would hand mini two or three 
sheets I would look at them closely, and being a pretty good judge of hand- 
writing I should have thought I would have been able to detect anything like a 

if one of your men had written 

“^aX^^dlSayrSltected whether they had been signed by people 
under age, or by women and children ?-No, I could not have pretended to do 
that. , »t 

1261 Or by people who are not ratepayers (—No. , , , 

I264 And yon did not attempt to consider seriously whether they had been 
signed by people who were not Ratepayers ?-No. I did not consider that to be 

consider to be within your province was to collect a large 
number of names in regard to which you were satisfied that they were not 
written by one or two people, but that they were genuine statures; but you 
did not care whether they were ratepayers or not '—No. 

iffiv ?°ou did :! ^ "—to the people who acted for yon to 

^ould be ratepayers, because it was a question 
that would affect them as lodgers as ' well injunctions 

,268. Did you ttLA- that L signa- 

reasonably be supposed to be res,- 

dents 1 — I did. , being collected at a railway 

r^sr^^’iss- -i. — 

—No ; 1 had not any such. 

,2 7 0. Mr. D— .] K " a h r ; ^cuMnot Cl 

signetmore^petifions thantne, except their own discretion i-Quite so; they 

W °i2 7 n & ^ere^would < be 1 no securiiy^gain^t^eir signing many times over 1- 

Quite so. was verv unlikely that you yourself would 

"htTs chec " kthan your ’ 5 wasthere 

would be cheeked in the f u ™«» ‘ them are you r sub-agents paid by 

w-*** — ° f sis “ 

understand that you know your sub-agents and trust them; 
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but if their sole object was to get the largest number of signatures possible von 
would consider that there was great room for extra signing? — Flavin a- taken 
great care in the selection of my men in the first place, I would feel assured that 
they would not be in any way capable of forgery. 

1275. J was not putting it so much on the ground of forgery as that by the 
districts being taken without any particular selection, the petitions might be 
signed by people who had already signed ? — That would be possible ; but take 
it for granted that gentlemen would not sign twice. 

, ^76. Your trust in your sub-agents is one thing, that I can quite understand 
but 1 think you can see that something more than that is implied; your trust is 
extended to those who signed ? — Yes, I admit that I do not see a wav of avoid" 
mg that. J 

'277- It is not for me to point out how it might be done ; but do not you 
think that the fact that no particular district is assigned to your sub-ao-ents is 
a reason why there might be great risk of persons signing many times over 
Am I not right m understanding you that a man might be given a petition to 
take m south London, and would be at liberty to bring it over to Westminster ? 
— Yes ; as a rule a man would say to me, and very often they have said “ I 
went down such and such a neighbourhood and found there had been someone 
there, and he would immediately, finding there had been someone there 
before him, abandon that neighbourhood. 



1278. Mr. Donald Crawford. \ You say you assisted Mr. Carlton Roberts- did 
you personally forward any petitions to the Houses of Parliament ?— No • I 
forwarded all my petitions to Mr. Carlton:Roberts. 

1 279. You had nothing further to do with them after that ?— No, 1 had not. 

Ye' 280 ' Mr ’ L<yWtler '"1 Is this J° ur list ( exhibiting a list to the Wit 7 iess) ?— 

2781. Would any of those persons he available if we -wanted to see them ? 

1 es, any or all of them- 



Mk. WILLIAM HENRY DE HORNE, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 
enwdl-gre^f™ 8 *'- 1 WilEKE do 3™ ?— My business address is 15, Clerk- 

Association^ y ° U ?_ 1 a “ secreta ^ t0 tIle C ™tral Finsbury Conservative 

1284. What else are you ?— I am nothing else. 

1285. Are you a paid secretary ? — I am, 

„ A* 8 ®' W “ e 3™ f“pl°yed in the matter of these petitions ?-Mr. Carlton 

cad unoVMm ^ m ° ntbs ag0 ’ 1 tbink “»d asked me to 

mv wav Ifl if m ng tber f ™ amatter of business he thought he could put in 
my way if I would go and see him ; and I went to see him. He mentioned 

verf K kd' tl0 I tol? d h- ald l that J f i 1 C °- uld get bim an 3 “genres he would be 

"src KS-r * — 

Roberta r r t J 0n t0 reeeive fOT doing the work?_Mr. Carlton 

JannwTh S f ° r tbe ex P enses that might be incurred in getting the 
signatures he would give me 10 5. a hundred. S b 

1288. Anything per week besides ?— No 

tureffi ^UdredT-l 10 W “ per Week ’ and for getttog these si S“ a - 

sig^toe Did ,0U Se * ^ Signatures y° a rtelf?— I did not. I never got a single 

>291. Then you employed others?— Yes; I did employ others. 

my own office nth° m f id ./ ou employ ? — I employed a collector in 

my own office, and three others besides, who had worked for. me before ; not 

for 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC PETITIONS. 



75 



lOffc May 1887.1 



Mr. De Horxe. 



[ Continued. 



for getting signatures to a petition, but registration business, and similar 

W °v2Q3. Will you give me their names? -Mr. Hurran; his address would be 
-10 Great Sutton-street ; Mr. Wilsher, of 4 7 } Cowley-road, Brixton ; Mr. 
Kensit, of 31, Tunbridge -street, Euston-road; and Mr. Pattison, of 6, Gillespie- 
road, Highbury. 

1294. Mr. Tollemache.~\ Were those men to collect any particular district 1 ? — 

I instructed them to get the signatures out of the five wards in Central 

Finsbury. , ,, . 

1295. Would you suppose they did? — I could not swear that they adhered to 
my Instructions, because there is no doubt they brought some from other parts. 
Mr. Kensit, who lives in the Euston-road, brought some from that district, 
because I saw them when they came in; there were only 978 signatures that 
passed through my hands altogether. 

1296 Mr. Lowther. ] Then you tacked them all together ?— Some of them I 
tacked together, and handed them to Mr. Roberts in that way, but the others 
I handed°to Mr. Roberts loose ; but every man that I employed had either a 
written heading or a printed heading, and loose sheets. 

1 297. Though the sheets were different, they were all upon the same subject? 

Yes ; in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties. 

1298. Colonel Bridgman .] What price did you pay the collectors ?— I paid 
the collectors different prices. I asked them when they came to undertake the 
work what price they would charge me. Mr. Willsher said, he could not do 
them under 6 s. per hundred, and Mr. Kensit said, he could not do them under 
5 s a hundred; he asked me if l would give him an extra 15 5. for some 
expenses ; he said he could get some signatures by having petitions at some 
coffee-houses, and if I would let him have the 15 5., he would deduct it when he 
brought me the signatures ; for that 15 5. he did not bring me one signature. 

120Q Then your remuneration was the difference between what you paid the 
collectors, and the 10 5. per hundred ?— Yes ; Mr, Carlton Roberts gave me 
altogether 5 L, and I gave in exchange for that 978 signatures. 

1 300. Mr. Lowther. 1 Did it ever seem to you, in looking through those signa- 
tures, that there was a strong family likeness between them 7— No ; Mr. Hurran, 
who is a collector in the office, went through the sheets with me as they came 
in and as far as I could I examined them before 1 took tnem into Mr. Carlton 
Roberts, and I considered that they were genuine signatures. I saw a great 

many of the signatures of people in Central Finsbury whom I knew. 

1301. You saw some of the signatures you knew? — Yes, I saw some of them 

on the sheets - that I could swear to. . - f 

1302. Did you ever sign the petition yourself ?— Yes, I signed one foim of 
heading. 

1,0V Mr. Tollemache] Where would that be from; from the ratepayers of 
any district No, it was simply an engrossed heading, purporting to be a 
neiitinn in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues. 

p lOOA But from what district i Westminster, or Finsbury, or what ?— I cannot 

sav which *it was attached to, because I signed the petition in Mr. Carlton 
Roberts’ office, and whatever petition he attached it to I do not know- He said 
“ Have you signed the petition," and I said No ; and then he said, 

ma l ^ ^ot W Arld ^ lhat e may ] haTC 1 ^Ieen' , attached to a petition from Paddington or 
froi le north o?VSn ; you may figure : as a ratepayer of Paddmgton , you 
did not look to see what district it purported to come from! -No , 1 had no 
opportunity of seeing that, because the petition was not districted. 

1306. Mr. Lowther.] You never put your name to any crosses? No, cer- 
tainly not. , 
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Mr. CARLTON ROBERTS, called again ; and further Examined. 

1307. Chairman. I believe you wish to tender some documents ?— I have 
the sheets I was asked yesterday to produce (producing certain sheets of signa- 
tures). These are the sheets I referred to yesterday as having had my attention 
called to them, and I then directed they should be put on one side. 

1308. Mr. Zourther.] As being written in one hand ? — It struck me as being 
suspicious. The clerk who was doing up the petitions called my attention to 
all the crosses, and 1 said, “ That is a doubtful sheet ; I think that had better 
be left out." I mention this to bear out the point that some examination had 
been made of the sheets. I only wish to add, with regard to those sheets, that 
it would have been impossible for them to have been attached to a petition 
upon any other subject, such as a petition upon womens’ suffrage. 

1309. Wiiy would it have been impossible? — Simply because every sheet 
went through my hands, and I myself would have taken care that that could not 
have occurred. 



Mr. JOHN LLOYD, called again; and further Examined. 

1310 . Chairman .] We understand you wish to make some further addition 
to your evidence : Yes. Yesterday a bundle of petitions was placed in my 

hands to identify, and 1 need hardly say, at a moment’s notice, I could not do 
so. I hardly opened it, as you are aware. The list is here ; and I have pre- 
pared a statement as regards each one, which I beg to hand in, and they will be 
able to be identified, with the exception of two, one of 24 signatures and the 
other Of 127 signatures. Otherwise I have identified them all; that is to say, I 
could tell you that they passed either through my hands or not through my 
■ hands. The clerk handed in a list of 31 petitions, which lie said had been 
objected to by Mr. Webster, which he thought required explanation, and the 
first we came to was the Bardweil Colliery, in tile north of England, which I 
said I had nothing to do wiih. The next was from Bow, which I have traced'; 
the third 1 cannot trace; it coniains 24 signatures. 

J 311. Mr. Tollemache .1 Have you drawn up a summary showing that you 
can trace whatever number it is that went through your hands, and that the 
remainder that did not r— That is so. One large one was objected to ; that was 
put m by Mr. brmth, Much contained 1,200 names. Mr. Smith had the petition 
from us, and that was handed by Mr. Smith to Mr. Bradlaugh. Then there was 
another one which was sent from my house to Mr. Cordale, who sent the petition 
to Mr. Pickersgill, who presented it to the House. So that those which have been 
upo ? by your Committee have been to some extent thus explained. 
There m one marked Mr. Newues, which I have not been able to trace ; perhaps 
t is Major Banes, if so I shall be able to trace it; that was from West Ham. 

notice int0 aU those details - 

samwerJZnded i .)" ** ^ *° the Committee CleA do. (The 

collected '‘'dgemarL] That list gives the names of the men who 

cases which I tbe exception of one or two unimportant 

Wilson • the two Wo- ^ Unable to trace 5 they principally came through Mr. 

Z’ ° neS Came , throu S h Mr - Smith and Mr. Wilson, 

signatures w nf th ° 6S ^ lve tbe names of the men who really collected the 
sem m,^Hi^n.T W ?°? ent r them toyou?-What we did was this: we 
Those o-pnfipmp n ne ^ s m London who took charge of the petitions. 
Mr SiStf ' tTmV i y *,T e l 8 : Mr - Cordale was P a ’ d nothing for that, 

responsibility and n d <-i ^° r ^ . ex P enses - They took charge, they had the 
are nersnnc/who i eC \, tbe P etlt } ons to be presented themselves; and they 

moment’s notice 6 responsible > and who could be called upon at a 
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Mr. WILLIAM STEWART, called in, sworn; and Examined. 

, 315 . Chairman .] Where do you live? — At Manor Park, Essex. 

1316. What are you ? — A photographer. 

13 1 7- Were you employed to get up signatures to these petitions ? — l was. 

1318. At what remuneration? — My remuneration was to be 5 l. for my ser- 
vices, but I was to employ canvassers to get the signatures. 

1319. You were not to get the signatures yourself, but to employ canvassers ? 
—I myself was to collect them as far as I could. 

1320. Did you yourself canvass for signatures? — I did. 

1321. Yiscount Lymington.] You were given 5J., and you were told to do 

what you could for that ' The 5 /. was to get signatures, and I was to get as 

many as I could for that. I supplied altogether about 5,000 signatures. 

1322. What were you to pay the canvassers? — I paid the canvassers at the 
rate of 5 s. per 100 signatures. 

1323. Mr. Wigging You were to be paid 5 l . , and to get 5 s. per ,100 signa- 
tures besides ?— Yes, I was to get 5 l. for my services besides. I am to get it. 

I have not yet got it. 

1324. Mr. Lowther.] Who employed you ? — Mr. Carlton Roberts. 

1 325. Did he engage vou himself, or did he send somebody else to do it .— 

I was employed by him direct. I have been employed by him upon several 

1326. Did you get any signatures yourself? — Yes. I kept, a petition lying in 
my shop, and I also went out to get signatures by canvassing. 

,327. Chairman.-] Could you speak to all the signatures you got yourself?— 
Yes ; all the signatures 1 got myself were genuine. 

1328 Mr. Lowther.] Did you know all the people who signed?— I knew the 

8ig ^T ^TtrZyou know they were genuine?-! went from house to 
house, and the people signed and put their addresses. I ca " Ta f 
Moorgate-street, Coleman-street, and one or two streets about Milk-street, 

a t330. d Vhen your lists were returned from your sub-agents, did you examine 

th ™3 1 . Did you find anything that should not have been there ?— I found one 
or two names that should not have been there. , , 

1332 What were tliev?— 1 found the name ol Mr. Gladstone, and Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, whose address was given as Pbcenix Park, and then there was 
another sheet that was filled up with filthy matter The canvasser who brought 
that in to me had got that filthy sheet from a public-house m Stiatford, where 
had been filled up. 

1333. Colonel Bridgman.] Did you pay the canvasser for getting that filthy 
sheet; the one with Mr. Gladstone’s name on f— No, I did not. 

1334 Mr Lomther.] Did he explain to you how Mr. Gladstone’s, name 
happened to be upon it?— No, he could not do that 1 but he told me who it was 
gS signaturer f or him. I told him it was no good, because I could not 
take it. 
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Thursday , 12th May 1887. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 
Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Viscount Lymington. 
Mr. McLagan. 

Mr. Mulhouand. 



The Honourable WILLIAM LOWTHER, in the Chair. 



ON THE KING’S CROSS PETITION, 

PRESENTED BY Mr. R. G. WEBSTER, ON THE 6th M-AY 1887, 
AGAINST THE CONTINUANCE OF THE COAL AND WINE DUTIES. 



Mr. JOHN GEORGE GRELLIER, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

133 ?' What is J' our business i— I am a Stationer and Printer. 

1.130. Where do you live .-—At 211, Gray’s Inn-road. 

. ,V 537’ Wm y° u look at that petition (/landing the petition to the Witness); 
is that your address ? — It is. J 

1338. And your name ?— And my name. 

1339. And your signature?— No. 

134°. You did not sign that? — No ; those are my sons’ signatures. 
other 4 18 ViSC0Unt What age are your sons ?-One is 16 and the 

1 342. Chairman.] Is J. G. Grellier on that ?-No, it is not. 
my sons ^ nam>! SIgned is that of one of your sons ?— Yes, that is one of 

Gremet. And What y ° Ur SOnB ’ n ™ es ? ~ The y are Albert Grellier and Charles 

is Cra «fard.] Do you recognise their handwriting ?— Yes, it 

are ho* “pienScfs’ °” “ * com P osite “d ‘be other is a vellum binder ; they 

1 tbey OTe Printers ; 1 represent the “’ 

petition I^Yes^^^ Is this the first time you ever heard of the 

simitLI h werevnn7’^ 0U T erenOt aWare that i[ was being taken round for 
signatures, were you ?— Yes, I was aware that it was. 

t er * 7 h °: a aware that this petition was being taken round for signatures? 

SenefaLris nlo r'f-7 e11 answer J'°“ r Ration exactly in that way. 
Ihe petitmn was placed outside my shop upon a table, 

135 °‘ 5? u y01 ? k , n r ow W ^ Q took ^ there ? — A Mr. Middleton 
i 35 t. What .s Mr. Middleton ?-I believe he is an optici^. 

charg?of ( it m ™“' ] He W3S “ char S e of the P etition > was he r— Yes, he was in 

1353. Mr. 
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1353. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.] Did you see this petition yourself? — Yes, I 
did. 

1354- Will y° u j ust tell the Committee what you saw r — I lent Mr. Middleton 
a table to put it on, and in the evening, or rather just before we closed, it was 
brought in, and in the morning they came and fetched it and put it outside ; 
that is really all I know about it. 

1355. Was Mr. Middleton in charge of the petition ? — Not all day ; there was 
somebody else. I do not know whether Mr. Middleton employed him or not. 
I am not able to answer that question. 

1356. Did he invite persons to sign the petition? — No, he did not. It was 
upon the table, he sat upon a chair, and people came up and signed it. 

1357. Was there a placard attached to the petition? — Yes, there was a little 
handbill upon the table. The petition was in the centre, and pens and ink on 
one side, and a little handbill, about 12 inches square, with it. 

J 35 8- And those handbills described the object of the petition ? — Yes. 

1359. Were you asked to sign the petition yourself? — I was not asked 
to do so, and I did not do so. 

1360. If you had been asked to sign the petition, should you have signed it? 
— No, I should not. 

1361 . Did your boys tell you they had signed the petition ? — Yes, they did. 

1362. Viscount Lymington .] And you did not see any objection to it? — No, I 
did not. Each of them is in a workshop ; one of them is a printer and the other 
is a binder, and their shops are full of workmen; and having heard of the 
petition they signed it. They read the newspapers, and they are pretty well 
acquainted with matters, and having heard of it they signed the petition. 

1363. Colonel Bridgeman .] Then you took a different view of the subject 
from your sons ? — Yes, I did myself personally. 

1364. Chairman .] There was a heading to the petition, was there not ? — Yes. 

1365. Do you recollect what the heading was ? — I do not. 

1366. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.] You said, in reply to me just now, that upon 
this table there was a placard or writing describing the object of the petition? 
— Yes. 

1367. Do you remember what the words were which were written upon that 
paper ? — I do not. I really did not read them. 

1368. Colonel Bridgeman.'] May I ask, did you sign any petition at all taking 
the other view?— I did not. I have never been asked to do so. 

1369. Not upon the other side of the question ? — Not upon either side. 

CHARLES MARTIN, being called, did not appear. 

W. SADLER, being called, did not appear. 



Mr. WILLIAM HENRY COOMBS, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

1370. Chairman.] What is your occupation ? — I am a Messenger to the House 
of Commons. Order Messenger. 

1371- Do you summon witnesses ? — Yes. 

1372. Did you summon a man of the name of Sadler ? — Yes, I served the 
summons personally upon him. 

1373- Do you recollect what is his Christian name? — I do not recollect 
exactly. I think it is William, but I found him at the residence given to me 
as his address, in Cromer-street. 

1374. Did he decline to come; did he say he would not come ?— No, he 
intimated that he would come ; he told me that he had signed the petition. 

1375. But he did not see the petition when you went to him ? — No. 

1376. Did you summon Martin too ?— I served the summons upon his wife; 
he was not at home, but she told me that he had signed a petition. 

0.73. K4 1377- She 
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1377. She did not tell you the object of the petition? — It was respecting the 
coal and wine duties. 

1378. But she did not say upon which side? — I did not ask her. 

1379. Were there some others that you summoned ? — With regard to “J. 
Smith,” I found there was no such person as J. Smith at the address given me. 

1380. What was the address? — 15, Ossulton -street, Somers Town ; I found 
there was a Mrs. Smith. 

1381. You went there and you did not find him? — I found there was a Mrs. 
Smith living in one of the rooms of the house; her husband had been separated 
from her two or three years. She knew nothing of him ; but his initial was not 
J., his name was Charles Smith. I asked if she had signed the petitions and she 
said no, she had not. The next, J. Jones, of 12, Cromer-street, was not known.- 

1382. There is a man appearing in the petition as J. Jane ; you did not ask 
for a person of the name of Jane ?— No, I did not, but there is only one family 
in the house. I ascertained that, and the name is Smith. 

1.383. Viscount Lymington.~\ Would you kindly state to me the names of the 
people you went to see ; we have eight signatures which were called in question? 
— Five of those I could not find. Smith, Jones, Huntly, of 82, Judd-street. W. 
Baum, of Harrison-street, was not known, but I ascertained that a man of the 
name of Baum had lived in the district, but he had removed, and no one could 
tell me where he had gone to. 

1384. A man named Baum had lived in the district ? — He had lived in Cromer- 
street ; the man Sadler told me that. I asked him if he knew a man named 
Baum, and he said he knew Baum. 

138.5. W. Baum ? — Yes, W. Baum, living very near to himself ; he had lived 
there and had recently removed, and he (Sadler') did not know where he had 
gone to. 

1386. It was quite possible for him to sign the petition ? — Yes, it was quite 
possible for him to sign it. 1 believe many of the names were signed at the 
comer of the street. 

1387. Mr. Mulholland.~\ What do you say about Huntly? — Huntly I could 
not find. 

1388. Viscount Lymington.~\ Was there any man of that description whom 
you could find, who had lived there? — No, I could find nothing of Huntly. 

1389. But there is such a number as 82, Judd-street? — There is such a num- 
ber. I went to 82, Judd-street, but there was no person of the name of Huntly 
living there, nor had there been. 

1390. What is Judd-street ; is it a lodging-house? — It is a business street, 
principally. 

1391. But this particular number, 82 ? — 82, Judd-street is a shop. 

1392. Are the people in the habit of taking in lodgers in this shop? — They 
have people living over the shop, but there was no one of that name living there 
at the time. 

1 393- But perhaps they do not know always the people that live there. 
Are they in the habit, of letting rooms for a night ? — No, I should think not ; it 
would be people taking rooms permanently, 1 should judge, from the appearance 
of the house. 

T 394- You did not inquire whether they were in the habit of letting rooms for 
the night, as they do in some places ? — I did not. 

*395- There are, as you know, many houses in that part of London where 
they take in lodgers for a night ? — Yes, there are ; hut still this was not a house 
that, would do that, judging from the appearance of it. 

1 396. But that is only conjecture upon your part ? — Yes, it is only con- 
jecture. Then the next is L. Howard, of 13, Compton-road, W.C. I can find 
no . “ Compton-road ” in the W.C. district; there is a “ Compton-street,” 
which I went to, but the name of Howard was not known there. The only 
“ Compton-road ” I could find anywhere in the directory is in the north district, 
and I went there, hut the name is not known. 

1397. Mr. Dalrymple .' ] How many of the signatures were acknowledged out 
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of the eight that were alleged to be not genuine — I knew nothing about which 
were alleged to be genuine or not. 

1398. Taylor is the first ?---He is outside. Arnot is outside, and Church is 
outside ; those are men who canvassed. 

1309. When you mentioned at the outset of your examination that such-and- 
such a" man admitted having signed, which of them was that ? Martin s wife 
admitted than her husband had signed, and Sadler admitted having signed 

1400. Are those two included in the eight ? — In the eight that I took out. . 

1401. How many out of the eight you attempted to find admitted having 
signed ?— Martin’s wife admitted for her husband, and Sadler admitted for 

himself. . . , „ _ , T ,,, 

1402. Was there any other admitted having signed r— Busby. 1 did not see 

Busby, but l saw his brother-in-law, and he said he had signed it, he knew, but 
he had given a wrong address; he had given Wellington-square. which is the 
brother-in-law’s address, but Busby himself does not live there. s 

1403. He was quite awafeofthe petition you were inquiring about r— Yes, 
he was. 

1404. Colonel Rridgcman .] I should like to know how many out of the eight 

you found 1 — There appear to have been nine. I found Sadler, Busby, Grellier, 
and Martin. The others I did not 6ncl. . 

1405. The others you did not find ? — I found four out of the nine. 

140(1. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck .] And five you did not find r Five I did not 

1407. Did you go to the residences of those five, or their alleged residences? 
— I did. 

1408. And they were not known there? — 1 hey were not. 



PETITIONS IN FAVOUR OF THE CONTINUANCE OF THE 
COAL AND WINE DUES. 

Mr. SAMUEL HENRY TAYLOR, called in, sworn ; and Examined. 

1409. Chairman .] What are you? — lam a Clerk and Traveller. 

1 410. Where do you live?— I live at Brockley. . ? 

1411. Have vou been at all employed in matters connected with petitions . 

Yes ; 1 have been employed for a short time as canvasser, collecting signatures 
for a petition in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties. 

1412. Who employed you?— A Mr. Board, at Brockley. 

3413. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.'] Where is Brockley ?— It is in the south- 
eastern district, just beyond New Cross. 

14.4. Chairman.] What was your manner of proceeding ; 
collect the signatures ?— By calling at each house. I was supplied with rule 

a^ted heading of the petition 

of the petition, showing what the petition was for, which I attested , t0 

and then called at the dwelling-houses of people m the neighbourhood where 

^attractions as to who were to sign?-Yes ; they were to 

b %trfof^“-ornen7- A duhs. I did not understand exactly about 

their being householders only, but adults. . , hll „j rP( i ^natures 

1 j.1 8 Were vou paid so much a head r— I was paid 5 s. a hundred . ignatures. 
141 o' Did you collect a great many signatures ?— I collected between 150 and 

“ y 'Did yon collect them upon separate sheets ’ —^es ; I collated them 
upon separate sheets ; each sheet was filled m, and then I took it Mu Board, 
0.73- L 
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with the heading attached, and got another new sheet, and another printed 
form for the top. I took them in as I got them filled up. 

1421. Did you ever meet with people who could not write? — I think one or 
two ; but I could not be sure. 

1422. Did they sign? — They put their mark, and I had a witness to sign the 
name. 

1423. You did not witness the signature yourself? — I might have done it as 
well, and got someone else to write the name. I knew if was the proper form. 
I have been in the army, and it is the same way as the army signatures are 
made ; a cross and a witness or two. 

1424. Where did you collect the signatures ? — I collected some in New Cross 
Brockloy, Deptford, and Lewisham . 

1425. Did you find people volunteer to sign? — Some were very anxious. 
Some I had to speak to for a few minutes, and explain to them what it was 
about. I explained what would be the result if the dues were done away with, 
and they signed very readily. Some looked at the heading, and signed with- 
out a word. Some would not sign at all, but very few that I came across. I 
only got a few signatures altogether; hut there were very few. that I found that 
would not sign. 

1426. And did they put their addresses? — Yes. 

M-7-_ Did yon ever take the trouble to verify them to see that they were 
correct r — No ; I went to the shops. I knew the neighbourhood very well. I 
have been in the neighbourhood a long time. 

'1428. Did you look at each signature after it was written ? — I could not say 
that I looked particularly to every signature. I know that the party who is 
keeping the shop signed it, but I could not say that each man put his own 
individual name in every case. 

1429. But you never noticed in the petitions that they had signed names that 
ought not to be there ? — No. 

1430. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.'] How many signatures did you say you got; 
was it under 200 ? — The number was under 200. 

1 43 > ■ To the best' of your knowledge and belief those signatures were all 
genuine signatures ?— To the best of my knowledge and belief they were all 
genuine signatures. 

1432. Colonel Bridgeman.] Was yours a house-to-house canvass ? — It was. 

1433. Could you say what proportion of the people refused to sign the peti- 
tion ? — Some would not be troubled with it. 

1434. But how many took the other view? — I should say about one to every 
10, or one to every 15. 

1 435- You found 15 of the people willing to sign for a continuation of the 
coal and wine dues for one against ?— Yes ; I got the first day from 15 to 20 
signatures in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, and only 
one was against it, and that was a chemist in the Lewisham High-road. 

1436. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck .] Is it your opinion that without some 
machinery of this sort for obtaining signatures these signatures could not be 
obtained in your neighbourhood ; do you think that if no one had been sent 
round the petition would have been signed ? — I do not think they would have 
troubled about it. 

H37- That is to say, in order to obtain signatures to a petition it is practi- 
cally necessary that someone should he sent round with the petition ? — That is 
my belief. 

J 43^- Chairman .] How long were you employed ? — I was only on for three 
or four days. 

*439- And that is all your experience ? — That is all my experience as far as 
collecting names goes. 

1440. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck .] What is Mr. Board? — I could not tell you. 
I know he goes to the City every morning and returns in the evening ; he lives 
in the next street to me. 

1441. Mr. 
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1441. Mr. Donald Crawford .] Y011 say you took three or four days to get 
the signatures you had ? — I went about three or four days. I was travelling to 
collect orders from firms in the district, and I took those" signatures at the same 
time. 



PETITION FROM EAST SAINT PANCRAS. PRESENTED BY 
Mr. R. G. WEBSTER ON THE 10th MAY. 



Mr. OLIER MILES, called in, sworn ; and Examined. 



1442. Chairman .] You have written to the Committee to say that you have 
some important evidence to give them. What is your occupation, first of all? 
—I am Assistant Registration Agent to my brother, in the West St. Pancras 
Constituency. 

1443- Is that for the registration of votes?— Yes, Parliamentary votes 

1444. Who is your brother r— Mr. Arthur Robert Miles. 

H45- What is the important evidence which you say you have to give to the 
Committee : — I inquired into 39 names on a sheet of the petition. 

1446. First of all, why did you inquire ; were you employed by somebody ’ 
— It was at tiie instigation of Mr. Webster. 

1447. You were engaged by Mr. Webster to inquire into what? — Into a 
sheet of petition. 

1448. What petition was it ?— It was a petition against the coal and wine 
dues. 



1440. Where is that petition ?— I believe it is in the House. 

1 43°. Where does that petition come from ? — From East St. Pancras. 

1451. When was the petition presented?— I do not know exactly, but I think 
it was about a week ago, 



The Witness was directed to withdraw. 



The Committee having deliberated, — 
The Witness was recalled. 



14.52. Chairman.'] What is your object in coming here to-day? — It was to 
tell you the result of my inquiries. 

M5 3* With regard to this petition ? — Yes. 

1454. What is the result of your inquiries ? — I find that there are 10 signa- 
tures not known out of the 39 that I inquired into. 

i45 c i- How many signatures are there to that petition altogether? — Seventy- 
three. Out of the 39 I inquired into, 10 were not known, or did not live at 
the address stated ; two are under age ; two cases in which the wives were 
unable to identify their husbands’ supposed signatures ; one case in which the 
wife says it is a forgery of her husband’s signature ; two gentlemen did not sign 
their pretended signatures. 

1456. Two forgeries, in fact? — Yes. Then there was one address at 
225, Camden Town. I could not find that, of course, because that is a locality 
embracing a number of streets ; there is no particular number, of course, to 
Camden Town. 

1457. How do you know that the 1 0 are not known ? — Because I inquired at 
tiie houses. 

1458. You went round yourself to the houses where they were supposed to 
live? — Yes. 

i45g. And they did not know the names ? — No, they did not know them ; in 
fact the man did not live there at all. 

1460. Have those been marked in this petition ? — I do not know. 

. 1461. You have not marked them yourself? — I have not. 

1462. When did you see this petition ? — Last Friday. 

1463. Was that before it was presented? — Yes. 

1464. Who were the two men who did not sign the pretended signatures ? — 
C. Shepherd, 6, Cornelius-place, and F. Lynch, 15, Askby-street. 

• 0.73, l 2 1465- You 
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1465. You found them themselves, did you?— Yes. 

1466. What are they ; in what station of life r — I have not got what Lynch 

is, hut Shepherd is a psperhanger. . . . 

ia 67 Do vou know anything about John Wright r— Yes ; he is not known at 
12, Packington-street ; hut he is at the other address, 1 , Chenies-place 

1468. The petition appears to have been signed by two Wrights : Yes, with 

the same signature. -u- ■, vr r a-j 

1460 Did you have an interview with him ; did you see him ?— No, I did not. 

1470. What are the two under age ; did you see them ?— I saw one of them, 
C. Shepherd, 182, Seymour-street ; he told me he was 19 ; and Rose Cooke, 
15, Cumberland Market; I did not see her, but I was told by the landlady that 
she was a young girl of about 19. 

1471 Do you know how this petition was signed ; under wha, circumstances r 
—Yes I think it was under some arches at Battlebridge-road, Camden Town. 
I suppose it would be the Caledonian-road. 

1472. It was put there, was it ? — Yes ; a woman had it. 

1478- Viscount Lymington .] How many doubtful signatures are theie, do 
you think, out of the 39 I— There were 18 very doubtful. 

1474. You have given tile Committee the list; how many out of the 39 that 
you have examined, do you say in evidence, cannot he relied upon for different 
reasons ?— Eighteen out of the 8» ; that is nearly 50 per cent. 

I47S Chairman.'] Where did you inquire into these 39 signatures r— I took 
them promiscuously; 1 had not time to inquire into the petition as a whole ; I 
confined myself principally to St. Pancras ; the other signatures are all over the 
place. 

1476. Viscount Lymington .] You have stated the result of the 18 to be as 
follows : 10 not known, two under age, and two doubtful signatures f — In two 
cases the wires were unable to identify the signatures. 

1477. There are three forgeries altogether f — Yes. 

1478. And one who has signed 225, Camden Town ? — Yes. 

1479. Chairman. ] Have you a separate list of the 18 r — Yes, I have. 

1480. Will you hand it iu ? — I will. 

The Witness handed in the following List. 



J. Blake 

George Henry Alderson - 
Frederick Adams - 
J. Wright - 
M- A. Jones - 

F. Watkins - 
J.J. Ireson - 
J. Harris - 

Pierce F. Ryan Goulding 

G. Herbert - 
C. Shepherd - 
Rose Cook 

J. W. Burns - 



A. Shepherd - 



T. Lynch 
F. J. Roberts 



9, Cam den-street - 
86, Clarendon-street 
125, Bayham-8treet 

- 12, Paekington-street - 

- 105, Ossulston-street 
6 , Stebton-street - 

5, Chal ton-street - 

- 60, King-street 

ug 43, Mornington-road - 
3, Winchester- street 
182, Seymour-street 
15, Cumberland Market 

- 2, Edinburgh Houses - 

- 48, Pancras-square 

6, Cornelius-place 

15, Ashbv-street - 
39, Bassett-street - 



Is not known there. 

There is no such house. 

Is not known there. 

Is not known there. 

Is not known there. 

Is not known there. 

Is not known there. 

Is not known there. 

Does not live there. 

Is an empty house. 

Is under age (19). 

Is under age (19). 

Wife does not think it is her 
husband’s signature. 

Wife unable to identify it as hus- 
band’s signature. 

Name is W. Shepherd, who did 
not sign. 

Did not sign. 

John Roberts is the name. Wire 
says signature is a forgery. 



One address is 225, Camden Town. 



1481. Mr. 
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liSi Mr. Dtmald Crawford.'] Do I understand that you did not pick out 
the 4 39 names for any particular reason ’—Certainly not; 1 took them pro- 
miscuously. My reason for taking those principally was because they were m 
St Pancras, and I confined myself to St. Pancras. 

,482. Mr. Cavendish Bmtinck.] Did you hear from those people whom you 
visited who had taken the petition to them?— No ; the petition was signed in 

the street under some arches. . 

1483. It was not a house-to-house canvass r — No ; the petition was set out on 

“ ^484 You did not see the table?— I did not see it at all ; but those people 
told me in several cases that that was the condition under which they signed it. 

1A gtr Did they point out to you the spot in the street where the table had 
been placed?— No, but I am familiar with those arches. I walk, past that way, 
and so I know where it is. 

1 486 I want to know whether the table was at any distance from the houses 
where these people would live ?— Yes, from the main body of the houses ; there 
might be a few detached houses near it. 

1487 Colonel Bridgeman.] How long did it take you to go through those 
39 names ?— Nearly three days ; two and a half days ; they are some distance 

^1488. The two under age had signed, I suppose 1 Yes. 

,489. Chairman.] Did yon ask those people their ages r— No ; I asked 
Shepherd ; the other was volunteered. 

l 4 go. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.] What were the ages of the minors ’-The 

b °l 4 W 9 ?. And what was the age of the other one ?-She was a young girl of 

about 19. , f 

-1 r»f the 39 signatures examined, were they not those oi 
persons' supposed* to president in the borough of St. Pancras, although not 

— ' Kl^indeS 5 ^ to he signatures of persons residing in 
varies other parts of London i-Yes, .hat is quite right. 

,404 Mr Dalrymvleh] How does Camden Town lie relatively to East St. 
Pancras 5—1 thinkCamden Town is nearly all in East St. ancras. 

1495. Mr. Cavendish Be,, tin M Do you — to ^ 

ledge whether this table plan of np»“S P th at 0 f my own knowledge, 

by the opponents of this measure 1-1 do not know 

but I believe it has. ,_ N 

1496. And not the canvassing system . 1 ■ m of house-to-house 

, 497 . Because there .are . two syrtem ^ ^ ^ Com ^ ittee , !in d there is also 

*£* aw- - ^ p iaces > aad invitins sis ° atm ' es 

from passers-by ? — Yes. • Vnnwlpfle-e whether that table system 

knowledge, but 1 believe it has. 



0 . 73 * 






Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE 



12 th May 1887. 



PETITION FROM KING'S CROSS, PRESENTED BY 
Mr. R. G. WEBS1ER ON THE 6th May 1887 
AGAINST THE CONTINUANCE OF THE COAL AND WINE DUES. 



Mh. THOMAS JOHN MIDDLETON, called in, sworn; and Examined. 
InnS C \~ ' O^ciS. ' 10 y ° U IiTC ^ N °- 23 ' ^derick-street, Gray's 
well-known' to rgoormanflrmsVboirS si S natu , res , f “ r P otiti ™s - : -I am 

oue particular ““ -s 

HeTs^Id^hV^nt^forhfms^ kn ° W? - Bythe P“P le P“*W by. 

Mm 5o2 i sr x d n° s him ? - r simpiy ^ d 

- - 

r ‘ be ratepayers ?_I din not tell him that, 
were over 16 o'7l 7 or it ^ ^ Passing, 30 long as they 

_No° 7 ' Wereyou P aid according to the number of signatures that you got? 

■£.ics,ssii*a" — * 
s.a.Siss-'iatc- - ><»“«• 

signedXcoIltted h them nnS ba ° k petiti ° ns ‘° you when tile 7 bad been 

is."! Attach one^?— Yes.” 1 ’ 1 ^ ooked afc E b em - 

in e th h eTame e L W nd re ^ ^ ^ 

;$• } - Yes - 
Mr. Grellier’s shop 31 ^ abIer—I lmd a table 'in the Gray’s Inn-road, outside 

have?— I d^MyThad°14 or”l5 pSon? you ® ot ; how “any petitions did you 

names on them^and^ome'have goMO 'or"l50 S n S0IBe h T S °‘ T three or four 
are 500 signatures altogether. ° ° ° 50 names on them. I daresay there 

been iherej because^ 'sometimes"' tv 1 Up ° n tbe P etili °ns which ought not to have 

names ?-There was not one in tWs raslr ° f 'w® 8 ’ or extravagant 

. v u “ case > that I can vouch for. 

No. But what T^ean°is Ch thmVnot^m P - Ie *i, aT1 " S si gned their own names ?— 
well known about there, fiviL for 21 be - en any ® ctltlous name - 1 am s0 
well those people who pis evfry mo^ni/g!™ “ ° ne hoUSe ’ tbat 1 kn ™ P retty 

London might harc^igned ^!fv by t bj* ta ble coming from the other side of 
g S,gned ’ and you would have known nothing about them ?- 

They 
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Thev come from Finsbury Park, and other places about there, and they hare 
been up and down so long that I recognise their faces. 

’1522. But you did not sit at the table all the time yourself r— No, not all 
along ; hut part of the time I did. , , 

1523 . H°W long a time would you be there r — From 9 to 10, from 1- to 1, 
and from 4 to 5, perhaps. 

i c24. Is there one hour in which the people sign more than another . i es, 
in the morning, and at night-time, and between 12 and 1. I had the table 
there specially, Mr. Grellier being a friend of mine, so as to get the signatures 
of workmen from Cubitt’s yard ; that was the idea that I had in having the 

1525. Did you ever put any of those petitions in public-houses r I never 

did. I object to that altogether. . , _ 

1526. We have heard that you were employed by Mr. Wilson.— Yes. 

rev, Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.'] Who is Mr. Wilson ?— Southampton-row is 
where his place of business is. Sewing machine manufacturer, that is what I 
should rather put him down as. , , 

1 52S. Does he live in that neighbourhood ?— No, he does not. 

1529. Where does he live, then ?-He lives in the Hilldrop-road, Camden 

Tc ?«0. Did he employ you in this matter ?-He did. 

You say there were 14 or 15 tables under your charge; where were 
they ?-No ; I siid I had only two tables. I said I had 14 or 15 petitions. 

1532. Did you get any money from Mr. Wilson ?— Yes. 

l 533. How much did you get from him ?— £- 2. 15 5. 

j'cqi Was that for the expense of the tables?— No. 

ait Did you pay for the tables yourself 1-Yes, I did. Perhaps that is not 
quite the truth, because they did not charge me anything for them. I got them 
gratuitously. _ 

^537! And you got™ 116 s. ?— Yes;but I might add that I shall have a further 
Tsfs.^erTtSre Zy writings upon the table describing the nature and 
° bj i ^1° What P M°t he7 la^ofehS' occasion ; what , did the placards say 1 - 
thewords that ’were°upon ' Witness searched 

of the working men coming out to dinner or going horn . 

i 543 . Chairman! Did you 

154I; And y you only signed once ?— 1 only signed once. . 

i 547 . Colonel ft**—-] *>“ “ eXperieMe ” ^ 



F " feu have never undertaken petitions before this?-No. 
0-73' L 4 
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1549. There are 14 or 15 of them, are there not r — Yes. 

1550. A previous witness said that, in his opinion, if all the petitions were 
sifted which were sent to Parliament, not above 25 per cent, of the signatures 
would be found to be genuine ; is that your opinion ? — It is not. 

1551. What proportion of the signatures do you consider would be found to 
be genuine ? — Every one of those which I had to do with. 

1552. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck.~\ They are genuine, as far as you could tell bv 
inviting passers-by to sign ? — A. good many of them are round the neighbour- 
hood. 1 could bring them up within a very short time. 

1.553. But you could not tell that the man who signed signed his correct 
name ? — No, but there would be a guarantee if he came, that he did sign his 
correct name ; if he said that he signed the paper, and that was his writing, I 
should believe it. 

1554. But all you did when you were in command or presiding over this 
table was, either to invite or to see a signature placed on the paper by the in- 
dividual who signed ? — Yes. 

15.55- But you have no knowledge, and could have no knowledge yourself 
that that was a genuine signature, except so far as it was signed by the man?— 
It was signed by the man, and I know no man signed twice ; and, as far as I 
can find out by the correspondence between the register and the signatures, 
those signatures are to be found, and are genuine. 

1556. Chairman .] You looked at them all, did you? — Very nearly; I am 
doing a little work in registration. 

1557. How many signatures do you suppose you got altogether? — I daresay 
500 or 600. 

1558. And you think that you can state that all those 500 or 600 
signatures were correct signatures?—! do, as far as that goes. There is 
simply one man of the name of Huntley, of 82, Judd-street. He does not live 
there now, but he must have signed his old address ; he did live there. A 
Mr. Mitchell lives there now. Huntley was a lodger. I have taken great care 
to go and look round to see all those people, the same as Mr. Grellier. 

'559- Mr. Cavendish BentinckJ] I understood you to say that the vast 
majority of those signatures were those of persons who belonged to the working 
classes ? — I did not say that. I said the object of putting the table opposite 
Messrs. Cubitt’s was to get the working men to sign ; but when gentlemen 
came from Haverstock Hill, Finsbury Park, Crouch End, and all those places, 
they would sign as they passed. I could not say that the majority were working 
men. 

1560. Do I understand you to say that the majority of the signatures were 
not, in your opinion, those of persons belonging to the working classes? — No; I 
say there was a fair number upon both sides. 

1561. But what we call the working classes are numerically much more 
numerous than the leisure and trades classes, are they not ? — I suppose all of us 
who have t.o earn our living may be called working-class people. They would 
come under that category. 

1562. I understand you to say now that, in your opinion, these petitions 
signed at the tables were signed by many tradesmen? — By tradesmen; you 
may put it in that way ; tradesmen and working men. 

1563. I am novv dealing with the class of tradesmen; would you be able to 
say that the petitions were signed by many tradesmen r —No ; I should not be 
able to say whether they would belong to the class of tradesmen or not. 

1564. Chairman .] Do you know Huntley yourself? — No, but I could find 
him. 

1 5^5- Bo not you think it rather odd that a maf* should sign his old address? 

Yes. I went to the house, and 1 there found Mr. Mitchell, who lives at the 
address, 82, Judd-street. 

1566. Do you know a party of the name of J. Jones in Cromer-street ? — I d° 
not know, but I could find out, if you think it requisite. 

1567. How do you make out a man signing his address as Compton-road, 

when 
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wlien there is no Compton-road in that district r — But might he not live in 

^°i s(58. But there is no Compton-road in the district ? — But he might be a 
passer-by coming by train from some place or the other. I happened to see the 
signature, and I wondered where Compton-road was. 

1 569. How would you account for it if he was not known at a Compton-road 
in another district?— I should say it must have been simply a waste of time and 
ink, and everything else, to have written his name down and put a false 

a ^-7 0 . But that would not shake your confidence in the correctness of the 
signatures r— Certainly not. I saw the man write the address, and I could not 
say to. him, Is that your true address ? 

IS71 But still you say you believe that all those signatures are correct, ana 
the addresses are correct ?— All I can say is that everybody who signed those 
petitions that I had to do with signed them with their own hand. 

1572. But you could not say that they signed it with their own name ?— 1 
eouid not guarantee that. 

Mr. Dalrymple.'] You say there were as many as 14 or 15 petitions 
obtained in this way at the stationer’s door?— No, I had 14 or 15 petitions to 
deal with ; I put one at the printers, one at Sage’s, one at 1 atman and Fothenng- 
ham’s, and one at Hewlett s, and places like those. 

1574. But they were all within Holborn r— Yes. 

From what places did those petitions profess to come to the Home of 
Commons ; how were they described?— The petitions I got for Mr. Wilson, and, 
as far as I know, he got them from Lancaster House, Savoy. 

1776 But I want to know when those petitions signed by people whom you 
describe reached the House of Commons, where they professed to come from ; 
from what localities ' They all professed to come from Holborn ; in the district 

of Holborn and King’s Cross. King’s Cross was the outside. 

l -— 7 Although they really emanated from passers by in the Gray s Inn-road, 
and they may have borne the signatures of people m all parts of London!— 

T ^ 7 r S Di m y P ou undemldwS ^mean , the petitions professing to come from 
King's Cross toe the signatures of persons who were passers by m the Gray s 

'ST' was put there as I said just new, to catch Cubitt’s 
men 7 and people from Eley’s and from other workshops when they were passing 
a^hreakfasLtime between^eight and nine in the morning, and at dinner time at 

be a’passer’by "coming from a train ; how could 
he’be descrihetlas belongin^to the district? He would simply put down his 

Pri «8 e I 3 Then what would be the good of the petition purporting to be from 

cient confidence in the man I place tei petition, but what check have 

None whatever. , , . e central point to be fixed 

. — ■ - *• is 

0.73- 
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head of the sheets ? — The wording is at the head of each one ; there were about 
three pages or so, and each one was pinned to the other. 

1587. Then at each of the tables there were .petitions with the headin'* 

with the language of the petition ?— Yes. 0 

1588. Mr. Donald Crawford .] How much did you pay the man you 
employed at that place ? — The money was really paid out of my own pocket. I 
do not know whether that is quite a fair question to ask, is it ? I have no 
objection to answer the question. 

1589. I have no objection to tell you why I ask the question ; it is important 
to the Committee to know how much money is expended upon this getting up 
of petitions ? — But it ‘did not come out of Mr. Wilson’s pocket ; it came out of 
my own. I had the man three days, and I paid him 2 s. a day. 

1590. And you had 14 petitions in your charge? — I had 14 or 15 . 

1591. And you did only two of those by tables 3 — No, I did not say that; I 
think I said that perhaps four or five of those petitions were done by tables, and 
1 will tell you where the other one was ; I do not want to keep anything back. 
The other one was at Mr. Truelove’s, the bookseller’s, in Holborn. I had two 
tables. 

1592. I thought you ;said just now that you had more than two tables ? 

No, 1 had only two tables. 

* 593 - But you say you got up M petitions ? — Yes, but I gave them to the 
different firms round Holborn. I put one at Sage’s, in the Gray’s-inn-road, 
the show-case place ; and I put one at Drew and Cadman’s. I put one at 
Nettlefold’s, . one at Patman and Fotheringham’s, in Theobald’s-road, one at 
Hewlett’s, and so on. 

1594. When you say you put the petitions at certain firms, will you iust 
describe what was done ; was there a table?— No. 

1595. Then you mentioned the name of Nettiefold; did you give a petition 
to one of the members of the firm?'— No; I happened to know the name 
because I take his goods ; I happen to know the name of the party who took it 
there, and that would no doubt be good enough to show Mr. Wilson, who 
employed me. He took the petition, and got the signatures. 

1 59 fi - Mr. Wilson took the petition to Sage’s ?— No ; I took them to Sage’s 
myself, and gave them to a Mr. Wilson. 

* 597 - Who signed that petition ; was it merely the workmen of that firm ?— 
res, merely workmen of that firm. 

1598. And when you referred to those various firms, it was for the purpose 
of the workmen of those firms signing the petitions ? — Precisely. 

1599. And nobody else? — Nobody else. 

1600. Say you had 15 petitions, about how many can you remember were 
sent out at one time ?-— If it was only 15 altogether, I should say 10. 

1 01. Then you said that you had two tables, one opposite Mr. Grellier’s.; 
where was the other ? — The other was opposite Truelove’s, in Holborn. 

1002. Was it in the street ?— Yes. 

• 1603. That accounts for 12 ; how would the other three petitions be got?— 
remaps 1 have not been properly understood ; 1 say that in the streets I got 
about five petitions signed ; the other 10 were from firms. 

1604. Then of those five petitions you bad tables for two ?— Yes. 

1005. And how were the other three done?— If the 10 were done in the firms 
and five were done m the streets, that makes the 15 that I speak of. 

1000. But surely it is a clear question ; of those five you did two by tables; 
ow 1 you do the 'Other three ?— :I got the five from the two tables ; two from 
Holborn and three from the Gray’s Inn-road. 

1607. Then why were those obtained at the two tables ; how did they come 
0 e made up m five petitions ; why did you not send them in as two petitions ? 
lfiat 1 cannot _answer; I had nothing to do with that at all.; I simply handed 
them in from hay to day. 

themin’ Wh6n ° ne WaS finished y° u S ot another one ?— Yes, and so I handed 

1 609. You said that .Huntley had lived 82 , Judd-street, though .he did not 
live there now t — Yes. 0 

1610. Who 
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1610. Who told you so ? — Mrs. Mitchell, the landlady of the house, 

1611. Do you know anything: about a man of the name of Baum, of 64 , Har- 
rison-street ; supposing it was said that that was a bad signature, do you know 
anything about him? — It is a curious thing, but I cannot find 64 , Harrison-- 
street ; I can find 63 and I can find 65 , but I cannot find No. 64 , though I live 
just in the street opposite; but if I had known the name I could have found 
him. If I have any names that are in dispute I can find them well enough. 

1612. Do you know anything about the man, J. Smith, 15 , Ossulston-street ? 
— No. 

1613. But you had not got those names before you?— No; if I have the 
names given to me I will soon find them out. 

1614. Colonel Bridgeman.] From your experience, standing two or three 
hours a day at the tables, what proportion of people readily signed the petition 
against the coal tax ? — I do not know how to answer that question ; I should 
say, putting it in that way, it is more the working classes than anybody else. 

1615. But out of 20 passers by, or 20 people you asked, how many do you 
think would sign the petition?— Perhaps five out of 10 or 15 , or something of 
that kind ; many had signed it before, and many said, it did not matter to 
them which way the thing was going; it would not benefit them ; and that 
like. 

1616. A previous witness has told the Committee that only one out oF 15 he 
found would refuse to sign the other way ; is that the reverse of your experi- 
ence p — I have always found that people, in the little I- have had to do with this 
sort of thing, are more ready to sign the Anti-coal Tax Petition than they were 
for the continuance. 

1617. You would aver that to say the one out of 15 was the other way, was a 
great exaggeration ?— I certainly do ; I never had any difficulty in getting signa- 
tures at all for the Anti-coal Tax ; they were all in favour. 



1 61 8. Chairman.'] Perhaps you put the case so fluently that they were con- 
vinced by your eloquence?— Not at all. 

1619. Did you at all explain to them what it was? — I simply told them that 
they would get off 1 s. 1 d- a ton. 

1620. Mr. Donald Crawford.] Perhaps you. could tell the Committee as- to 
some of these firms, what proportion of workmen signed ; how many workmen 
there were, and how many out of them signed ? — -T think it was about nine ; the 
time was short, and I was told that they would have to come in. 

1621. Nine workmen; and how many would be employed ?— I suppose 
it was 30 or 40 ; but many of them had signed before, and the same with 
Charles Baker, of Holborn. You will find Baker and Co. signed first of all, and 
some of the workmen signed it there and some at the place in the Tottenham 
Court-road. There are 40 or 50 of the people of one house signed, and the 
same at a place in John-street, Bedford-row, where the people all signed it. ^ 

1622. But the petition is marked, “ The Petition of the Inhabitants of Kings. 
Cross and its Vicinity.” Do you suppose the people were told that it was a 
petition from King’s Cross and its vicinity 3 - What I say is, that they had a 
paper on the board with good strong printing, so that they could see what they 

were signing. , , ., 

1623. And they were not asked if they belonged to Kings Cross and its 
vicinity? — I do not think they were. 

1624. And they were- not asked whether they, had signed before r they 
were told if they had signed before not to sign again. 

1625. Mr. Dalrymple. ] With reference to the case I put to you before, do 
not you think that it. is a very, remarkable description (the “ Petition from 
King’s Cross and District ”), considering they were many of them passers-by, 

' coming, as you say, from the country ?— But a great many of the signatures 
would be those of men from Eley’s and Cubitt’s. _ . 

1626. How do you know that? — I know it from knowing that the men signed 

as they came out. . 

1627. But as representing the feeling of the locality, it obviously, to your 

0.70 M2 knowledge. 
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knowledge, contains the names of many persons resident in the locality; but 
you obviously also have no means of checking the names of people who may 
come from the country by train ? — No, that is so ; but we had a special 
object in obtaining the signatures of workmen in Cubitt’s and other 
firms. 

1628. Do you think this is the sheet of signatures you obtained ( exhibiting: 
the ‘petition to the Witness ) ? — I believe it is. 

1629. But I do not see any names put down as being in Messrs. Cubitt’s 
employ ? — I said that I knew there were 200 or 300 of them who signed, but I 
knew that a great many of them were from Messrs. Cubitt’s. 

The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. JAMES EDMONDSON, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

1630. Chairman ."] Where do you live? — At No. 64, Cromer-street. 

1631. What is your occupation? — I have been a messenger, and I have been 
a night watchman. 

1632. Did you watch the signing of these petitions ? — Yes. 

1633. Where did you have one? — Gray’s-Inn-road, at the comer of Prospect- 
terrace, Grays-Inn-road. - 

1634. How did you carry on the business there; did you put the petition 
upon a table? — Yes, upon a table, somewhere about this size {pointing to the 
shorthand writer). 

1635. Did you tell the people what it was? — There was scarcely any necessity 
for that, inasmuch as there was a printed paper stating that it was for the repeal 
of the Coal and Wine Tax. 

1636^ That paper you had received from somebody? — That paper I received 
along with the table from Mr. Middleton. 

1637. Mr. Middleton, the gentleman who was here just now ? — Yes. 

1638. And you acted upon his instructions, did you not ? — Yes, I did. 

1 ^39- And you told the people that they were not to sign if they had signed 
before ? — I did not say anything of that kind. 

1640. You only invited them to sign. ? — Yes. 

1641. Men, women, and children ? — No, women were prohibited, and as for 
children, why, the idea was never contemplated. 

1642. Did you then receive payment ?— I received payment. 

1643* I think Mr. Middleton stated that you were the person he alluded to? — 
I do_ uot know whether he alluded to me or Dot. 

1644* May I ask what remuneration you received ? — I received 2 5. a day. 

1645. Were you very successful in getting signatures ? —The first day I 
thought 1 was pretty well, but I was three days, Thursday, Friday, and Saturday, 
the three last days in April; the first day I thought I was tolerably successful. 

1946. How many signatures did you get the first day ?— Really I do not 
know ; I never counted them, for Mr. Middleton came at night and took 
the petitions away. 

. 3 647 • Did you never look at them to see who had signed? — I saw every 
signature that was put to them, attached to them. I saw it done. 

1648. And they put their signatures and their addresses ?— Yes. 

1649. Mr. Dalri/mple.] Were those who signed, as far as you noticed, persons 
belonging to the locality? — I should think so. On those petitions they put 
down their addresses as well as their names, so that those petitions will tell you 
whether they resided in that locality or not. 

The Witness withdrew. 
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PETITIONS GENERALLY, FOR AND AGAINST. 

Me. FREDERICK GEORGE NETHERCLIFT, called in, sworn; 
and Examined. 

,650. Chairman.] You are an Expert in Handwriting, I believe ?— Yes ; I 
have been so for the last 40 years. , 

160. Have you been engaged in the House of Commons ?— Yes ; and ha e 

also been engaged in all courts of law in the United Kingdom ; Ireland, Scotland, 

think you had to do with a case something like this in 18651 - 
Yes I had ; it was the Petition of the Indian Prince, Azeem Jah. 

ifisi How many petitions have you looked at?— I believe I have looked at 
all against, and I have looked at half-a-dozen in favour of, the continuance of 

the coal and wine dues. . , , , . 

]6S4. What do you find? — Of course my examination has been but super- 

ficial because I was only here on Wednesday, and it is impossible in that time 
to look at thousands of names; but I find that not a great many, I should 
think not more than a hundred, all through those petitions against the con- 
tinuance, a hundred names in all I should say, were not genuine names. 

I found the same handwriting repeated, some repeated by the same hand imme- 
diately afterwards ; I suppose that is m the case of a family ;. that may be by 
authority, but I cannot tell that. In some cases the handwriting is too 
good for the position of the supposed writer. • . , v « • in 26 

& 1655. A hundred names not genuine in the petitions against . Yes, in 2b 

r0l l S 656° S How r many have you examined?— I have examined the 
petitions: I have looked at Bloomsbury, Holloway North London Hdloway 
ao-ain Bloomsbury again, Islington, the petition of Joseph Baker (they are 
ffSreU two from Marylebone, North St. Pancras Chelsea, 
North wSt mm Kentish Town, Bow, Bethnal Green, and one from the 
Burnhope Colliery at Durham, signed by the miners, but th ^™^ l '“ g n ^s 
one ; so I suppose the miners could not write and someone mgned 
for them. Then I have looked at petitions from Somers Town, North London, 
Pentonville, Kennington, Camberwell, and Bethnal Green again ; King s r 

^to.^fy^u^^Tdftl^ttregard to this King's Cross petition?- 
There are from 20 to 30 signatures that I should say were not written y 
persons by^ wh^n they purport to be written. (The Witness handed m a note of 

Have S yon seta the petition from Haggerston ?-No, I have not seen the 

H T6 S ,TX?e e yo°u ,1 any more remarks to make upon these petitions -Not with 

regard^ toihrT petitions against the Bill ; but when ! have hta,- have 

“iLTaX— d 0 T n be 0 /e ££ I do not believe has a single 

genuine signature in the whole of it. . f ' t>:ii 5 t ] iave 

examinedthe JSK 

“ - 

““fit. tw0 dlferent 

^ Co^earTpeople 

do you consider that you are able to det • Wjded to me. Where 

perienoe of that in anonymous letters, an anony^us letter, 

a person who usually writes with a slope one way writes an anony ^ 

0-73- M 3 
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he usually slopes the other way. Most anonymous letters I have received to 
examine have been done in that way. 

1663. Do you think those petitions have been done by more than one hand?— 
Yes ; by one or two, or in fact I might say by three hands, but I have not 
had sufficient time to determine. It would possibly take a day to look over one 
roll, if I were to look over every signature ; but I can trace where the same hand 
has been at work. That was the case with the petitions that I had before me in 
1865. I noticed where one hand commenced and ended, and then it was passed 
over to the other man ; there were three hands engaged in that. 

1664. Mr. Mulkolland.] About how many signatures were there in . those six 
petitions ?— Do you mean the six that I am looking at now (in favour of the 
continuance )? 

1665.. Yes? — I should think several thousand altogether. 

1666. Where those signatures were in the. same writing, were they in large 
batches together ? — Yes, they were. ' c ° 

1 <567. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] About how many petitions did you examine 
against the Continuance Bill ? — About 26, 1 think ; but I must tell you that three 
of the rolls, perhaps, comprise one parish. I have given them to you according 
to the number of rolls, but the three rolls go to Marylebone, and two. to another 
parish. 



1668. Colonel Bridge-man.] But they were separate petitions ?— Yes ; I take 
them up as they are ; they are separate rolls. 

1669. Did you say that you only found about a hundred signatures that you 
thought were not genuine ? — Yes. 

1670. That is in those 26 petitions ? — Yes. 

1,671. Then you mentioned that there was one from Durham, in which the 
handwriting appeared to be written by one person, did you not ?— Yes ; that 
was, I suppose, because the miners could not write, and I suppose someone 
who got their authority to sign wrote their names for them. I could show you 
the petition if you like. ( The petition was exhibited. to the honourable Member.) 

1672. Those signatures do not appear to be disguised at all?— No, there is 
no disguise whatever about them. 

1 673. I presume you do not include those in your hundred doubtful ones ?— 
No, because they may be written by authority ; the men may not be able to 
write, and some person may have written for them. 

1674. I know- there must be reasons, but I am only asking for information. 
Those being written in the same hand, why might not the same thing be in the 
case of another petition where you see a large batch written in the same hand ? 

1 should look to the position of the person in forming my judgment as to the 
writing.^ I find there is an instance of a woman put down as a charwoman, where 
the writing is uncommonly good ; and also a carman and a potman, where the 
writing is too good. 

1675. If you see a hundred or two signatures written in the same hand by 
miners you presume that is written by authority? — I do not presume anything. 
I only give my opinion as an expert that it is so ; perhaps, not being able to 
write, the ioreman or manager of the mine wrote down the names for them. 

1670. But 1 think you did presume that they were written by authority, 
because you did not include those amongst the hundred signatures that you gave 
to the Committee ?— I did not include them, certainly. 

1677- Because you thought it might be presumed that the person so writing 
them had authority to do so?— Yes. 

1678. But if you saw a batch, of signatures of miscellaneous occupations 
written in the same handwriting you would say they were not probably genuine? 

Yes; there I should goby the fact of the occupations of the people they 
came from; if they were reputed to be householders I ; should be doubtful 
about them. 

1 ^79- You stated that in the petition from East St. Pancras there were 20 or 
30 signatures that you would challenge ?— Yes. In 1865 the Committee made 
me put. down 40 names, and I was not caught tripping once; they were all 

examined;, 
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examined, and not one of the people said he signed it. I could do the same 
thing here. I could pick out 40 names, and show that not one has been written 
by the person it purported to have been written by. 

1680. When you said there were about a hundred which you thought were not 
genuine in the whole of those petitions against the continuance ; does that include 
the East St. Pancras petition? — Yes. 

1681. So that the East St. Pancras petition contains a very large proportion ; 
20 or 30 per cent, of the whole? — Yes ; but, as I have said before, my examina- 
tion has been very superficial. I have not had time to do it. I ought to have 
a week to do it in. 

1682. You first dealt with the petitions against the Bill; and now we come 
to those in favour of the Bill, of which only six have yet been examined by 
you? — Yes. 

1683. Is that because you have not had time to examine more? — Yes, it is. 

1684. There was a large number of petitions presented to you for examina- 
tion? — Yes, there was a large number. I had all those to examine into. 

1685. You took certain petitions out of that number at random? — Yes, I did 
it at random. ( On the Haggerston petition being submitted to the Witness J 
I have not seen this. May I appropriate this and study it for a little while ? 

1686. I should be glad if you would, as I have a particular question to ask 
about it. Assuming that the Committee were already aware that the petition 
had all been written by one hand, could you tell, on a cursory glance, whether 
that hand is the same as the one you say you have traced in the other petitions, 
or in any of the other petitions }— (After examining.) I recognise that I have 
seen this hand before in some of the other petitions. 

1687. Would it, in your opinion, upon the very cursory examination you have 
been able to make, that you see only one hand there, or more than one hand ? — 
I find three capital M’s made exactly alike, about 20 lines apart. I should say, 
as far as I could tell, that that was the same hand. 

1 688. You said, with regard to the six petitions that you had examined, that 
you traced one or two hands ; do you mean one or two hands writing large 
-batches throughout the whole six, or perhaps one or two hands in one, and two 
or three different hands in another sheet? — Yes ; in another sheet. 

1689. So that, taking the six altogether, there might be a good many hands 
engaged in writing those long batches ? — No. I think, in one of the long sheets, 
I only recognised two hands ; they are done together in sheets. 

1690. It is rather difficult to explain my meaning. Now, taking the sheet 
where you saw two hands, and taking another sheet belonging to another petition, 
do you find another batch of fictitious signatures ? I do. 

3691. Was that batch written by one of the two hands in the sheet first 
referred to, or is this a third hand ?— I could not answer that question now, 
because I have only just seen this, and I should like to compare this with the 
.other, as I have not had an opportunity of doing that. 

1692. Leaving that petition out of the way for a moment, and taking the 
other petitions, taking the whole six petitions together, how many suspicious 
hands do you notice ? — I notice three different hands in this one, but whether 
they are the same hands as wrote the signatures to the Haggerston petition, I 
could not tell until I compare them. 



1603. Mr. M‘Lagan.] In the Durham petition it would appear to me to have 
been written by different hands, except the addresses of the individuals ?— Yes ; 
I do not say that all the names are written in the same hand. I only point to 
a certain batch where the word “ miner ” occurs. 

1604. The others are genuine signatures ? Yes. 

1695. They appear to have filled it up afterwards ?— Yes. ^ I have not men- 
tioned anything with regard to the other signatures, but merely where the word 
“■miner ” is shown. 



1696. Chairman .] Would you be so good as to look at the first signature upon 
the Lower Clapton petition ; what is that ? William Lee. ^ 

1697. Does that hear any likeness to any other handwriting that you have 

seen ?— I have seen this handwriting before. 

M 4 1698. It 



.O.73. 
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1698. It is an ordinary handwriting, I think ?— Yes. 

1699. You do not see any very strong likeness between that and the others ? 
— At a glance I do not. 

1700. If looks like a real signature? — It is a very nice free signature. I do 
not recognise this at present ; it does not look like a disguised hand. 

1701. There is the Dulwich and Peckham petition in favour of the continuance 
of the coal and wine dues; do you recollect that one? — Yes. 

1702. Do you think that is a very genuine petition? — No. I doubt 

whether there are any genuine petitions in favour ; hardly any, at any rate. That 
is the petition. No. 5990 , presented upon the 20 th of April J 887 - 

1 703. Will y ou repeat the observation you have to make upon that petition ? 
— I doubt there being a genuine signature in the whole of that petition there 
certainly are not 50 ; the name of “Brockley” occurring about a dozen times in 
the course of the roll in the same hand. 

1704. Would you look at the Notting Hill petition? — In the Notting Hill, 
Stepney, and Limehouse petitions there are several signatures, in fact a great 
many, which are not genuine ; all the latter part is entirely fictitious; it is dated 
the 24 th March 1887 , No. 3750 . 

1705. What do you say with reference to the Bromley petition? — Numerous 
of those signatures are spurious. 

1 706. What do you say with regard to the South East London petition ? — 
A great many of those signatures are spurious. 

1707. And the Greenwich petition? — There are a great many spurious ones 
also there. 

1 708. And the Brixton petition r— That is the same; that is to say, the Brixton 
and Peckham petition. 

1709. But I understand the last four do not seem to be quite so bad as the 
first two upon your notes ? — I have looked at them very superficially. I think 
there are one or two of the streets that may have been genuine in the list that I 
have examined, but in the first ones I cannot think so. You will find, again, in 
the first petition that the paper is so clean ; looks as if the writing had been all 
done upon one table, and then the sheets tacked together afterwards, and not 
taken about from house to house. It does not seem to have been handled at 
all, but all done upon one table. 

1710. Have you seen enough of these petitions, for and against, to say that 
those upon one side have probably been done by one man or two men, and the 
others all by one or two men ? — No ; I will not say, so far as regards those 
petitions against, that they have been done by two men. I find that there are 
a great many that are not genuine signatures done by the same hand, but I think 
that very probably a third hand has been engaged on the petitions for the Bill. 

1711. You do not find that the same hand has been engaged upon the petitions 
for and against ? — No. 

1712. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] Did you say that you found a certain number 
of signatures in the petitions against the Bill that were bad r — I believe they are 
not genuine ; that they are not written by the persons they purport to be. 

1713. To the extent of about 100 names? — Yes. 

1714. In the 26 petitions? — Yes, but not in the same hand as has written in 
the others. I do not recognise the same hand in them ; it is quite a different 
style altogether in those in favour of the Bill. 

1715. When you say that the signatures appear not to be genuine, what do 
you mean to be understood by that ? — That they are not written by the persons 
whose names appear ihere, and that they are written by someone else. I notice 
the hand of someone else there that I have seen before in looking over these 
•things. 

’.716. You have explained very clearly with reference to some of the petitions, 
that you see a large batch of signatures apparently written by the same hand ? 
— Yes, in those petitions in favour of the Bill ; it is not so with the others. 

J 7 1 7 - Those being written by the same hand cannot be, of course, genuine, 
unless they had authority. Nov?, with regard to those petitions against the Bill, 
is there any other class of signatures that are not genuine, except the batch 
which appear to be written in the same hand ? — In the petitions against the Bill 

■ they 
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they are not written in batches, but only in two's, I may almost say, not in 

ba.tcl < s Y ou see a signature in one part of the petition anti you recognise the 
same hand that you have seen higher up! Yes, that is so. 

1713. They only occur perhaps in two’s in those petitions against !— Yes, Out 
in the petitions in favour they are in batches. 

1 -20. Could you give approximately the percentages of the false and tne 
genuine signatures ? — I could not until I have gone through them. I have only 
gone through a small part of them, but the forged signatures are more than tour 
times more' numerous in the petitions in favour than they are in those against. 

1721. Chairman.] You mean to say that if there are 25 in one case there are 
100 in the other r— Yes, and if there are 100 forged against, there are 400 forged 
for. 

1722. Mr. Donald Crawford.] You say there are about 100 signatures that 

you consider not genuine in the petition against the Bill : Yes. 

1703. Chairman.] Do yon think on looking at a signature that you can tell 
whether it is a false signature ?— There is something about some ot those signa- 
tures which will tell you at once that they are not genuine. 

1724. A man writing ills own name would write it more firmly I Yes 
,72s. A man writing an assumed name would not write it so firmly i 
He would not make it entirely alike ; there would not he that character 
about it. 

Mb. LEWIS HENRY ISAACS (a Member of the House) ; Examined. 

-.726. Chairman.] I think you are a Member of Parliament ?— Yes ; I 

1727. Have you seen any petitions being got up r — Yes ; I saw about a week 
ago a petition addressed to this House, to which signatures were being obtained 
at the comer of the Gray’s Inn-road, and the Clevkenwell-road opposite the 
Holborn Town Hall ; it was a petilion against the continuance of the coal and 
wine dues. I watched for some quarter of an hour or 20 minutes on one 
occasion the manner in which the signatures were obtained, and the class of 
people who signed the petition. It is a very busy part; two wide roads con- 
verge at the point; the petition was put upon a deal table at the corner of the 
roads, and a man was in' charge of the petition to obtarn signatures ; the hour 

was between twelve and one o’clock, when a great many boys and girls were 

leaving work from factories near at hand ; and 1 saw scores of those boys and 
girls who were clearly under age, some of them not more than Id or 14 years 

0l %T wL P theTanybody in charge of the table ?-Yes; there was a man 
in charge of the table ; his table was put on the footway against a hoarding, 
and on the hoarding was pasted a bill stating that the petition was against the 
continuance of the foal and wine dues; the whole thing struck me as showing 
the utter worthlessness of petitions when the statures were wob^nrf; and 
seeing that a Committee had been receiving evidence of that kind, I thought 
my dutv just to tender myseif to say what I had seen with my e J es ; 

Did the man seem to invite the people to sign, or did they come or 
their dwn accord l-I do not say he invited them, but 

pens and ink into their hand when they came to the table , and I noticed that 
he never seemed to take exception to any person coming up to sign, no matter 
how young. . . 

173 °' m "577 aSfe 1 Sve vofever se°en any other petitions signed except 
,73.. Mr. M‘ Lagan] | Have yo ■ J ^ in that way , but I 

-4- « -ft*; 
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HolbornTown Hall ; therefore, it is my duty to be there pretty frequently. That 
circumstance brought that particular petition under my notice, and I was struck 
with the very careless manner in which it was being signed, and the evident 
intention on the part of the person in charge of it not to be too particular about 
the age of the people signing it. I watched on one occasion for a quarter of 
an hour or 20 minutes, and I can safely say upon that occasion between. 50 and 
60 boys and girls signed that petition. 

i 732. Did you see the man sign for any of them ? — No, I did not. 

1733. They could all sign themselves ? — Yes. 

1734. Mr. Mulholland.~\ Would you recognise the man who was at the table? 
— I do not think I should be able to recognise him; he was a. man about 
5 ft. 6 in. ; a thin pale-faced man, but beyond that I could not go. I do not 
think I should be able to recognise the man. 

173,5. Chairman.'] Do you know the exact date when this, was? — It was the 
week before last. 

1736. But do you know the date ? —I do not know the date. 

1737. Mr. Daniel Crawford .] How long did you watch the proceedings?— 
I watched the proceedings for a quarter of an hour, and it struck me as being 
peculiar. I was pained to see it, because it occurred to me that the petitions 
which are presented to Parliament, and of which I have presented many myself, 
are no fair indication of public opinion. I came to that conclusion from the 
manner in which I had seen this petition signed. 

1735. Supposing this had been a petition which we have been investigating; 
I do not quite know whether it is or not ; but supposing it were the petition 
which we have been investigating, which was signed upon a table placed in that 
neighbourhood, and supposing 30 of the signatures picked out at random 
were examined by a person hostile to the petition, and supposing that out of 
those 30 only two persons under age had been found, a boy of 18 and a boy of 
16 years of age, would that be very consistent with your observation ? — No ; 
because the proportion of those, who signed the petition to which I refer was so 
largely in excess of that which you have now given ; it was so completely the 
other way. I would venture to say duiing the time I was watching the 
signatures being appended to that petition, that out of 100 signatures appended 
to the petition, at least three-fourths would be those of boys and girls obviously 
under age. 

1 7.39- Chairman .] Did you see this going on on more than one day? — Yes ; I 
saw the petition ; it was there for the best part of a week. 

1740. Mr. Dalrymple.] Did some of* the signatories appear to you to be the 
employes of some particular works coming out at the same time of the day? — 
No, there was no particular workshop there ; there are a great many workshops 
about there ; the Gray’s Inn-road is full of workshops, occupied by printers, 
machinists, and so on. 

1 741 . But with regard to their being under age, if they were streaming out 
£ jj r ® 6 P^ ace w ^ ere they were employed, you would say that the signatures 
had described the feeling of the locality l—I think from what I saw they looked 
on it as a good joke to sign this petition. 

1742. If it had been represented to the Committee that the signatures of 
many of those persons were the signatures of persons employed close by, 
you would admit that that was an expression of the opinion of the locality ? — 
Yes ; admitting that they were sufficiently old to form an opinion upon 
the subject that they were discussing ; but it struck me as to the utter want of 
value to be attached to the petition by reason of the age of the people signing it. 
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members present: 



Mr. Cavendish Bentinck. 

Colonel Bridgeman. 

Mr. Donald Crawford. 

Mr. Dalrymple. 

The Honourable WILLIAM 



Mr. William Lowther. 
Viscount Lymington. 

Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. Mulholland. 

LOWTHER, in the Chair. 



petitions generally for and against. 

Mb. FREDERICK GEORGE NETHERCLIFT, called in ; and further 
Examined. 

1 743 . Chairman.} I think you undertook on Thursday to examine more 
closely into the various petitions ?— I did. 

1744. Have vou done so ? — I have. 

l 74^ With what result?— The petitions in favour of the continuance of the 
coaUnd wine dues are nearly all forgeries, nearly all of the signatures are 
false I have a list of them here, which I beg to hand in (handing in a list). 

1746. Will you kindly read the list?— I took the rolls up one by on ®> and 
put them down as I took them up. 1 began with Ilford, presented 18 h of 
April 1887. There are 669 signatures for that petition, nearly all of which 
believe to be false ■ 1 believe they are all false ; but I say nearly all, because it 
m"pen thJthere are half l dosen genuine signatures. The : person who 
did this rnio-ht have put a few genuine signatures; so that if I were to make 
such a sweeping assertion as that they were all false, my evidence would he 
Tpen to be invalidated hy the production of a signt 

rpp-arrl to the Ha°-°-er*ton. petition, it is the same there , it contains 4*y . sl S“ a 
turesf nearly allo^which P believe to be false. I trace the same hand in that 

Pet i"a~ Do I understand that you trace the same hand in both the Ilford and 
Hag^rston 5 petitions ? —Yes, the same ; I believe altogether three hands have 
hppn employed, or there might have been four- , . in 

1748 P You think that three or four hands have been employed m nearly 11 
the petitions in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues. I do 
tK my Son ; the Stratford and West Ham petition is the next, whmh was 
m-fsentS on the 18th of April ; it contains 74 signatures, nearly all of wh,chl 
P r trx Kp fo 1 cp The Greenwich and Camberwell petition has 1,406 si 0 na 
be false. The petition tan St 

nresented on the 22nd of April, contains 1,464 signatures, nearly all of which I 
believe^ to be false. The Southwark petition contains 24 signatures, many 
which are false . 

1 ^h C0 '°et^ 

tures to the ‘ t t he petition ? — The whole number of signatures to 

repetition ThTp ^ Sion frem Shoreditch has 137 signatures, and nearly the 

SSS’lliS-. ■» •' —I K” £ :fi Ssut 

East London petition contains 1,093 signatures, nearly all of which 1 believe to 
o.-3. 
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be false; the Dalston, Hackney, and Kingsland petition contains 1,553 signatures, 
nearly all of which I believe to be false, the Deptford and Greenwich petition 
contains 434 signatures, nearly the whole of which I believe to be false ; the 
petition from West Ham, Leyton, and Leytonstone, contains 393 signatures, 
nearly the whole of which I believe to be false ; the petition from Dalston and 
Stoke Newington contains 1,440 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be 
false ; the Southwark petition contains 664 signatures, nearly the whole of 
which I believe to be false ; the Hackney and East London petition contains 
222 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the Clerkenwell petition 
contains 328 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the City of 
London petition has 465 signature, nearly all of which I believe to be false; 
the Bromley St. Leonard petition contains 425 signatures, nearly all of which 
I believe to be false; the Brixton and Peckham petition contains 1,525 signa- 
tures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the Homerton and Hackney 
petition contains 281 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false; the 
Bow petition contains 281 signatures, nearly the whole of which I believe to be 
false; the Dulwich and Peckham petition contains 1,970 signatures, nearly the 
whole of which I believe to be false ; the Notting Hill, Stepney, and Limehouse 
petition contains 221 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the 
Bromley -by-Bow petition contains 5J7 signatures, nearly all of which I believe 
to be false ; the North-west Ham petition contains 1,139 signatures, nearly all 
of which I believe to be false ; the North Hackney petition contains 181 signa- 
tures, nearly all of which I believe to he false ; the Greenwich petition contains 
1,936 signatures, all of which I believe to be false; the Hackney and Dalston 
petition contains 141 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the 
London South-east petition contains 1,796 signatures, nearly the whole of 
which I believe to be false ; the Brixton and Peckham petition contains 1,525 
signatures, all of which 1 believe to be false ; the Lower Clapton petition con- 
tains 169 signatures, nearly all of which I believe to be false ; the Greenwich 
and Camberwell petition contains 1,406 signatures, and more than half of those 
I believe to be false ; I believe there are some genuine signatures there. That 
is the whole of the petitions in favour. 

1750. Chairman.'] You have not added up the totals, have you? — Not yet. 

1751. Those you believe to be a'lmost all false? — Yes, and they are all 
executed by two or three hands. 

1752. They are almost all done by the same people? — Yes, by two or three 
hands. 

>753. Did you notice the first signature in each petition? — There was a great 
similarity between them. 

1 754- Between each first signature r — Yes ; I mean the signatures underneath 
the prayer ol the petition before the list of signatures commences. I noticed in 
one or two instances that the person who signed that has also signed some of 
the other signatures. 

1 755- Do you mean lower down ? — Yes. 

L756. How many are those petitions altogether? — Thirty-three; those 
petitions were all in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties. 

] 757- Now how is it with regard to those against? — I now come to those 
petitions against. The Chelsea petition contains 1,206 signatures, about 40 of 
which I believe are not genuine; I do not pledge myself to the precise figure. 
The Bloomsbury petition contains 516 signatures, of which about 25 are not 
genuine. The Pentonville petition contains 107 signatures, of which about 12 
are not genuine. The Bethnal Green petition contains 503 signatures, 16 of 
which I doubt. The Islington petition contains 117 signatures, and about nine I 
doubt. The Kennington and Camberwell petition contains 115 signatures, and 
seven I doubt. . The Burnhope Colliery petition contains 119 signatures, of 
which I doubt eight ; but there the word “ miner ” is written several times in the 
same hand. 

17.58- Are the signatures written by the same person ? — Yes, in some cases; 
I do not attack them; they may be written by authority. I only say that the 

word “miner” is in a different hand. 

1759: The 
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1759. The word “miner” and the address are almost all in the same hand? 
— Yes. 

1760. There is no attempt to disguise that? — No, there is no attempt to 
disguise that; but I have put them down because Mr. Crawford asked me 
whether 1 included those. The North St. Pancras petition contained 66 
signatures, and eight of those I doubt. The petition of Joseph S. Baker con- 
tains 12 signatures ; I do not doubt any of those ; I think they are all genuine. 
The West Islington petition contains 38 signatures ; 1 believe those are all 
genuine. The East St. Pancras petition contains 1 17 signatures ; I doubt 30 
of them. The East St. Pancras petition of another date contains 73 signatures, 
and 20 of them I doubt. The Kennington petition contains 63 signatures, and 
five only I doubt there. The North London petition contains 155 signatures, 
and 16 of those I doubt. Another North London petition contains 218 signa- 
tures, 20 of which I doubt. The Marylebone petition contains 351 signatures ; 

I doubt 25 of them. The Somers Town petition contains 107 signatures, and 
12 I doubt. The Bow petition contains 127 signatures, and six I doubt. The 
St. Pancras petition contains 77 signatures, and 12 1 doubt. The King’s Cross 
petition contains 81 signatures, and 20 I doubt. The West Islington petition 
contains 71 signatures, of which I doubt 12. The Holloway petition contains 
62 signatures, of which I doubt 10. The Bethnal Green petition contains 127 
signatures, of which I doubt 12. The Marylebone petition contains 78 signa- 
tures, of which I doubt 15. The North Loudon petition contains 185 signa- 
tures, and I doubt 20. The West St. Pancras petition contains 101 signatures, _ 
of which I doubt 12. The Kentish Town petition contains 148 signatures, of 
which I doubt 12. The Bethnal Green petition contains 36 signatures, of 
which I doubt about six. The Holloway petition contains 35 signatures, of 
which about six are doubtful. The East St. Pancras petition contains 168 
signatures, of which I doubt 35. I make the total 5,284 signatures, out of 
which I doubt 426. 

1761. You have not made the same summary with regard to the other peti- 
tions. have you ? — I have not yet made that out; there are, however, very few 
to deduct from the general sum total. I. wish, however, to observe with regard 
to these signatures against the continuance that I do not notice that they are 
done as a forgery, but they are done by the same hand. Many times a person 
in a house has signed for four persons in the house ; I do. not notice any fraud 
in those signatures, as there is in the case of the petitions in favour of the 
continuance. J find four ladies in a house, and there is only one signature for 
them ; that is to say, you can see they are all written by the one person, there- 
fore of course those are included. 

1762. And the address of the house is given?— Yes. 

1763. Therefore you think there is more fraud practised in those m favour 
than in those against ?— Yes, because those are a palpable fraud upon the face 
of it, but I do not see palpable fraud in the signatures to the petitions against. 

1764. Mr. M l Lagan.~\ Not in any of them ?— No, not in any of them. 

1765. You think that three or four hands did the whole of the signatures in 
the petitions in favour ?-I do; 1 notice the same kind of capitals made, 
especially the L and the M, particularly the M, which goes through the whole 

1766. Supposing people are educated at the same school, they all make the 
same kind of letters, do they not ?— Yes, while they are at school ; but alter 
they leave school I think they all adopt a fashion ot their own. 

1767. I can tell some of the boys who were educated at my school to tins 

day by their particular handwriting ; were the addresses given to every sig- 
nature ?— They purport to be given ; some of them you can scarcely read, they 
are so badlv done. . . 

1768. You could tell that there was an evident intention to conceal the sig- 
natures ?— Most decidedly ; I have had considerable experience ot that kind in 
the year 1865 ; it was just the same then. 



1769. Colonel Bridgeman.] Did you examine particularly the Ha; 
petition ? — Yes, I did. 



gerston 
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1770. Do you think that more than one hand signed that? — I cannot say 
•whether it was all in one hand ; there is more of one hand than there is of 

another. ^ ^ p rev i ous witness has said that it was all done by one hand, that 
would be possible, would it ?- Certainly. 

' 1772. Mr. Mulholland.'] Did you see any intention to conceal in the petitions 

against? — No, I did not. 

you did not see that in any caser — iNo, 1 did not see that ; but of 
course looking over so many thousands of signatures I could not give that 
attention that I could to a single signature, if I were to take every signature 
separately, it would take me months and months ; besides I had none of the 
handwriting of the person suspected to have done this, so that I had nothing to 
go upon. 

1774. Mr. Donald Crawford.] What per-centage is 426 out of 5,284?— 
About 

1775- Would you take one of the petitions, “for at random, and show the 
Committee a specimen where you see a large batch of signatures, which you 
call in question? — Yes, I can do so ; but I have not made any memoranda. 

1776. Take any one which shows a large number of fraudulent signatures. 
(The Witness exhibited a petition, and pointed out certain peculiarities in the alleged 
fraudulent signatures.) 

1777. In the sheet before us would you say that there were two or three 
hands, or only one hand?— I think that would be all one hand. 

177b. Chairman.'] Would you look at it with regard to sheets ( pointing to a 
particular part of the petition)?— I believe the same hand wrote both those 
sheets. 

1779. Mr. Dalrymple.~] I understood you to say that you saw traces of some 
two or three hands through all the petitions in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues r — Yes, I do. 

1780. Chairman . ] Do not you find that amongst a certain class of people the 
handwriting is very similar? — Amongst uneducated people it is very similar 
indeed, and therefore easily imitated in this way. 

1781. Mr. M c Lagan.] This is the petition from Southwark, and this is the 
petition from Haggerston (exhibiting the same to the Witness). Those signatures 
are all forgeries l think you said? — Yes. 

1782. Have you any idea whether they were all done by the same hand?— 
(After examination) 1 think it very probable. 



Mr. CARLTON ROBERTS, re-called ; and further Examined. 

1783. Chairman .] You wish to appear again before the Committee ? — I did 
not request it. 

1784. Did vou not see some of the other petitions ?— -I did, but that was after 
I had been summoned. 

1785. Did you examine them ? — I did. 

1786. Have you any remarks to make upon your examination of them .—1 
selected as nearly as possible one name from every sheet of the two petitions, 
which I had your permission to look through. 1 gave those names to a number 
of men whom I was able to get together in the short space of time I had on 
Saturday, and I received the following reports from the men, who made the 
inquiries into the two petitions which were given me. 

1787. The two as to which Mr. Netherclift said on Friday, that there was not 

a genuine signature in either of them ; they were the Peckham and Dulwich 
and Camberwell petitions. . r 

1788. What was the result of the inquiries? — The first report is from Mr. 
Harris, who states that he called upon R. W. Coldwell, 3, Nettleton-road, New 

Cross, 
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Cross who said he had signed. The next was F. Arnold, 21, St. James’ -road, 
New Gross ; he was not at home when Mr. Harris called, hut his wife believes 
he signed. Then 1'. Cook, 3, Creek -road, Deptford, said he signed ; Mr. 
Monday, Royal Hill, Greenwich, said he signed; Mr. Baloy, 101, Royal Hill, 
Greenwich, said lie signed ; Mr. Waugh, 59, Trafalgar -road, said he signed ; 
Mr. Cannadine, 353, New Cross-road, said he signed; and Mr. Harris called 
upon Clifford, Amos and Cherk, three other names with their addresses ; the 
first had signed, the last two were not at home ; every one had signed whom he 
saw except the two that were not at home. Then Mr. Arnot, of 142, Foxberry- 
road, Brockley, called upon D. G. Kidd, of the Anerley Arms, who said he had 
signed; upon A. G. Sadd, 144, Anerley-road, who said he had signed; upon 
the manager of the Belgrave Dairy Company, 124, Anerley-road, who said he 
had signed , upon Mr. lamer, 67, Anerley-road, who said he had signed ; upon 
Dr Gordon, “ Ormleigli,” Upper Norwood, who said he had signed ; upon Mr. 
Sutton “ Aberdeen House,” Anerley, who was away from home ; upon Mr. 
Aldous! 15, Wastdale-road, Forest Hill, whom lie found had removed; upon Mr. 
Rider 55, Wastdale-road, Forest Hill, who said he had signed ; upon Mr. D. 

S Bailey of the Chandos Arms, Honor Oak Park, who said, he had signed ; and 
upon Mr. Delahoy, 6J, Wastdale-road, Forest Hill, who said he did not sign. 

1780. But his name was on the petition?— Yes. 

1 700. He called upon ten and said all had signed excepting one ? —Yes. 

1 701 How many more did he call upon r — l think they had from 12 to 13 
each as far as I can recollect. Isimply took the petition and had the names 
called out to a clerk who took them down. I did not make them out myself, but he 
took one from each sheet, because I thought if we took them all from one sheet 
which might be all good signatures, that would not be so good as taking one 
from each sheet. I have next a report from Charles F. Church of 8, Carden- 
road Nunhead, who says: “ I hereby declare that a list of signatures havmg 
been handed to me f.r verification, I have tested them with the following result: 
Carter, 10, Magdala-terrnce, East Dulwich, signature is genuine ;D. Brown, 

4 Whatelev-r.'-dd, East Dulwich, not at home ; Noah Penfold, 53, Warlingham- 
road. Fast Dulwich, not at home; J, Fry, 8, Grove Vale, Fat st Dulwich gen- 
uine- K. Winterborne, Grove Vale, East Dulwich, genuine ; Gratwiclce, 9, Pal- 
merston-tevrace, East Dulwich, genuine; Fooke, 7, Palmerston-terrace East 
Dulwich, genuine; Kelsey, 1, Palmerston-terrace, East Dulwich genuine , 
Walker, 3, Palmerston-terrace, East Dulwich, genuine ; Fell Is 38, Barry-road, 
Lordship Lane, not at home; Charles Samney, 9, Chesterfield-road, Lordship 
Lane not known.” Mr. Nathaniel R. Francis, of 47, Crawford-road, Brockley, 
called upon 15 ; 11 signatures were genuine, two were not known, one said he 
had not’signed, and the rest were not at home ; that is 1 1 genuine out of 1 5_ 
Then William Terrill called upon 16; 15 of them were genuine and one was 

n °m2 h0 Those people who called to verify the signatures are people whom you 
have employ ed ?- Yes ; but they are cot the canvassers. When I received per- 
mission, about six o’clock on Friday evening to . ’“f p P e tSs\s 
wrote at once to Mr. Board at Brockley, and I said. Two of your petitions, as 
Tas we can fix them, were questioned by Mr. Netted* upon the previous 
sitting of the Committee, anil 1 have permission to inspect these two. M ill you 
me” me Tthe Blouse of Commons* on Saturday with three or four men ; as 
many as you can get together in the time who are reliable, to make inquiries. 
H e LS me on laturdly and we went through the 

and picked off one name from each sheet as a test. 1 did .no .know the district 
myself, and I did not think it would have been m ^ b « n ^ t ^ et ° 
gone personally, as it would have taken me too long to find th ^ ^ ces - . , 
i7u P r You have not got the sum total of how many were called upon , how 
many^were genuine, and® how many were absent, have you ?— No, I have on y 

jU ^THav"X a o S ut theTum 1 tmaU- (X. Witness looks* Uk^H ike 
Returns.) Sixty-one calls jere made, 48 of ° U " own , and 

genuine, seven were not at Home, t»omre »■ 

one had removed. 17Q5- Mr. 
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1795. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] Which petition is that ? —We went through 
the whole of the sheets on’ the two petitions, or through a portion of both °of 
them ; the Peckham and Dulwich petition, I think, was the one that struck me 
on Wednesday as being the one that was particularly suspected, and Camber- 
well was the other petition ; they were both in the same district. 

179.6. How rlid you pick out the signatures ; I thought you said at one time 
that you took about one in nine ? — No ; I took one in about every sheet. 

1797. And that was done at, random ? — Yes. 

1 798. By whom ; by Mr. Board ? — Yes ; I said to him several times, Do not 
be careful to pick out what you consider to be the best, or the more genuine 
ones ; just take one from each sheet. Because as we came across one sheet 
which the canvasser recognised, we called out the names, and he would say, 

“ Oh ; that is my sheet, I got those signatures so I said, “ It is no use picking 
out that sheet; ” he said, “ I got every signature upon that sheet myself so I 
know that the names are right.” 

1799. How many canvassers were present when you picked them out? — I 
daresay all the people who were to make inquiries were present when they were 
picked out ; but I did not give the canvassers the sheets to do in the districts 
they had collected from ; I was very careful not to do that. 

1800. But they were present? — They were present. 

1 801. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck .' ] Do you know anything of Mr. Samuel Henry 
Taylor, who gave evidence at the last meeting of the Committee, and who said 
that he had taken the petition round Brockley to obtain signatures ? — No, I do 
not ; I explained at the former sitting of the Committee that I only employed 
Mr. Board in the matter, he was responsible to me ; Mr. Taylor was employed 
by Mr. Board. I had no knowledge of anybody who collected signatures. 

1 802. The object of my question was to ask you whether those sheets which 
you have now referred to were any of those lo which signatures were obtained 
by Mr. Taylor? — I really do not know; they might have been or they might 
not ; that is just the difficulty ; I am unable to fix the sheets. 

1803. One or two of the signatures you said were those of persons who had 
removed from the district ; do you know whether they had removed before the 
date, or the alleged date, at which the petition was signed? — I have given the 
Committee all the information I have. Those calls were made after two o’clock on 
Saturday, and I asked them to complete as many calls as they could by Satur- 
day evening, because I should have to place the report before this Committee 
on Monday. 

1 804. That is all you really know about the matter ? — Just so. 

1805. Mr. M l Lagan.] Could you depend upon the character of the men who 
went round to check the signatures, or were they taken off the streets ? — Yes; 
they were known to Mr. Board. Directly I had permission of the Committee to 
inspect the petitions, and knowingtbat most probably the Camberwell and Dulwich 
had to do with Mr. Board; I wrote to Mr. Board, saying, “ A petition of yours was 
impugned by Mr. Netherclift in these terms, that there was not a genuine signa- 
ture to it. 1 have had some trouble to see the said petition, and if you will meet 
me at the House of Commons on Saturday at J 2 o’clock, we will take some names 
frorn it.” It struck me at first that we would take the names off and make 
inquiries ourselves, but afterwards it struck me that it would be better to give 
the inquiries to certain men and let them make the inquiries as they knew the 
district. 

1 806. The report of Mr. Netherclift is that in the Camberwell petition they 
wei e nearly all false signatures ? — Yes. 

1807. And that in the other petition they were nearly all forged signatures ? 
— Yes. 

1808. Whereas according to you about four-fifths of the signatures checked 
by these gentlemen are genuine ? — Yes. 

1 809. Including those not at home, but striking out the others ? — Yes. 

1 810. Did you consider those about two of tbe worst petitions ? — They were 
specially singled out by Mr. Netherclift as the two worst when he was last 
examined. If it were not for prolonging this inquiry, I could undertake to put 
a very different complexion upon these petitions from that put upon them by 

Mr. 
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Mr. Nelherclift’s evidence. For one matter, be says these petitions have been 
concocted by two or three people. These petitions have been handed in by 115 
to 120 people ; and although one or two of the canvassers may have known one 
another here and there, yet practically to bring about, this effect it would have 
been collusion between 115 to 120 people who never knew each other until they 
were brought into contact in consequence of this inquiry. 

1 8 1 1 - Were they all canvassers? — Yes, the 115 were. It would have been 
impossible for three people to have concocted these things and to have handed 
them in through 115 different people, according to Mr. Netherclift’s evidence. 

1812. If they were people who never knew one another? — Yes, tit at is my 
contention, except those who were brought together casually at Mr. Board’s 
house ; prior to this inquiry I would undertake to say that, with the ex- 
ception of one or two who worked together, they would not have the slightest 
knowledge of each other. Those who worked at Ilford and Stratford could 
not possibly have the least knowledge of the Camberwell and Dulwich people ; 
115 at least have been engaged upon this work; and when Mr. Netlierclift 
says it has been the work of two or three people 



1813. Colonel Bridgman.] How many signatures have you sent in?— About 

90,000. . _ . _ 

1814. But it is onlv 26,000 that Mr. Netlierclift has examined r — Just so; 
but the sheets comprising the 26,000 impugned signatures have come from all 
parts, and from all my different agents. Then again no three men have 
been paid for 26,000 signatures. The largest amount any one person 
has been paid for is 4,000. I have Mr. Usher here who did the petition 
signed by 1,464 people, and I understand he is prepared to tell the Com- 
mittee on oath that he went into the houses. It is only by a stroke of good 
fortune that I have him here ; he came here the other day, and I said, “ There 
may be an opportunity for your giving evidence, if you will come upon the 
Monday.” Then as to the first signatures upon the petition, if the Committee 
will give me time, deducting those that Bidmead acknowledged that he foiged, I 
believe that everyone of the first signatures to the petition will be true and 
genuine signatures. The Southwark and Hackney petitions were compared. 
Now the man in Southwark could have had no knowledge of, or dealings with 
the man in Hackney ; there was not the slightest possibility of their collusion 
for this reason; Mr. Hallett. never knew Mr. Board until this inquiry; Mr. 
Hallett knew nobody but myself. I was the only person capable of collusion, 
and the only way in which these signatures could have been concocted al round 
would have been for me to say to my agents, “ It is a great deal of trouble for 
you to go round ; sit down and write them down yourself. 

1815. Mr. Netlierclift told the Committee that he thought the Haggerston 
and Southwark petitions were done hy the same hand ?— Bidmead himself told 
the Committee the districts that he manipulated ; he did not go to Southwark. 

1816 Mr. Hallett, one of your employes, has told the Committee that, 
in his opinion, not 25 per cent, of all the signatures to petitions which 
come to Parliament are genuine ; that does not tally with the statement 
you have now made that four-fifths of your signatures are genuine.'— I differ 
entirely with Mr. Hallett upon that point. I should not believe it possible to find 
at any moment from 115 to 120 men willing to forge the signatures of dozens 
of people in London for 5 s. or fi .s', a day. . 

1817. But you must recollect that Mr. Hallett has a good opportunity ot 
knowing the people he employs, because he employed them, and you did not 
employ them ; how do you account for Mr. Hallett making that statement . 

All I can say is, that if Mr. Hallett employed people upon whom he could only 
rely for doing 25 per cent, of their work, he did me a great injustice m talcing 
my money for doing it. If any man could be brought forward for forging the 
signatures to any one sheet, there is no trouble I would not take to punish him. 

1 8 1 8. Does it strike you that Mr. Hallett is a man you would not like to 
employ again ? — I would never employ Mr. Hallett again. In fact, 1 would 
never delegate this matter of petitioning again to anybody. I cannut at all 
express what I have gone through during the last fortnight on account of this 

1 ) matter. 
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matter. I feel that I have placed trust where trust should not have been 
placed. 

1819. Mr. Cavendish Bentinck .] Do not you think there would be a difference 
between canvassing from house to house, as you describe it, and a person taking 
signatures from the streets ’—Certainly. If ir. is a house-to-house canvass, you 
have a guarantee that a certain sort of people have signed it; you have a 
guarantee that they do exist, whereas in a street petition anyone may sign a 
wrong name, or give a wrong address. 

1820. Then with regard to a petition signed in the street, you do not think 
that the calculation of Mr. Hallett would be so far wrong ?— No ; they may sign 
anything in the street. 

1821. I suppose you, like many of us, have seen petitions signed upon tables 
in the streets? — Yes, I have. 

1822. What is your opinion upon that mode of proceeding? — There is no 
responsibility attaching to it. A man may put anything down; probably he 
does not agree with the object, and he will try and destroy the value of the peti- 
tion. 

1823. You have seen, yourself, I suppose, petitions signed in that way? — 
Yes, I have. 

1824. Signed by all classes of persons ? — Yes. 

1 825. You have seen them signed even by persons under age, have you not ? — 
I do not know that 1 have seen that. 

1826. Chairman.] You said that you had a canvasser here ? —Yes ; the man 
who canvassed the St. Pancras petition, I understand, containing 1,464 names. 



PETITION FROM ST. PANCRAS, IN FAVOUR. 

Mr. HENRY USHER, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

1827. Chairman.] You are a canvasser, I believe? — Yes, I ana. 

1828. And you were employed in getting up a petition ?— I was. 

1829. Do you happen to know this petition from St. Pancras ( exhibiting the 
Petition to the Witness ) ?— Yes. 

1 830. Do you recognise the first name ? — I have not seen this ( 'pointing to the 
heading ) before. 

1831. Therefore you have never seen James Davies’ name before, ihere 
are two or three Cliapel-streets in London ; there is one in Camden Town, and 
one in Islington. I canvassed Chapel-street, Camden Town, but I do not 
recollect Davies’ name in particular. 

1832. Do you recollect any of the signatures there ? — Yes. 

1833. How do you canvas ; do you go about from house to house.' From 
door to door. 

1834. Do you ask who lives there, or do you know who lives there ? I do 
not ask anj r question as to that; I merely mention the matter that brought me 
round, and request ihem to sign in favour of it. 

1835. And you do not recognise any of those signatures ? — I recognise some 
of the names. 

1836. And the addresses? — Yes ( after examining ), I recollect some of the 
addresses ; and there are some that 1 do not recollect. There is one here from 
St. John’s Wood. I called at no place in St. John’s Wood ; but still I might 
have met some one that might have signed it, being away from home. 

1837. Where might you have met him, do you mean in the street? — I did not 
ask many in the street. I do not suppose I asked above, a dozen altogether in 
the street. 

1 838. And this is on the same sheet as the addresses that you know, is it not . 
— No, this sheet is in College-street, Camden Town, and round about there. 
This sheet (pointing to another sheet ) is in St. John’s Wood ; High-street, 
St. John’s Wood ; I know nothing about High-street, St. John's Wood. 

1839. And 
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1839. And you do not know anything about those on that sheet . —{After 
further examining the ■petition ). There are a lot of names I do not recollect. 

1 840. Turn again to a sheet where you do know the names ; do you know all 
the addresses there ? — I called there ( pointing to a sheet of the petition). 

1 841 . You called at all the addresses on that sheet f — It would be a very 
difficult thing to say that 1 got the signatures of those ; but I know that 1 have 
done all that neighbourhood. 

1842. And you did not do the next neighbourhood?—! do not recognise it, 
and I have no recollection of doing it. 

1843. It is out of your district?— Yes, 1 did not go beyond St. Pancras ; 
St. John’s Wood is more Marylebone way, I think. 

1 844. Did you generally see the people sign, themselves r — Yes, I did. 

1845. Do you ever find signatures that you have not seen signed ; did the 
people ever take the petition into the house and sign it without your seeing them 

d 0 it? Yes, frequently ; the weather was very inclement the greater part of the 

time I was doing it, and as a rule the people would open the door and 1 would 
explain to them the object of my visit; and although I had an ink bottle and 
pen with me ready for their signatures, frequently it was the case that they had 
to go inside to look for their glasses to sign, and mechanically took the sheet in 
with them and brought it out signed. 

1846. Mr. Me Lagan.] There is one signature there from St. John’s Wood? 

— Yes, there are several. . . 

1 847. Are there other signatures from St. John’s Wood upon the same sheet i 

.Yes, High-street and Henry-street, St. John’s Wood; I know them but I did 

not call at them. , . 

1 848. But I would like to know if the whole of the other signatures are from 

that district ; whether you got them or not, I do not care? A his is mainly 
St. John’s Wood. , , , . . T ... . , 

1849. Then you had nothing to do with St. Johns Wood?— I did not do 

anything with St. John’s Wood. . , 

1850. Then really that petition does not represent the signatures of those in 
t'he St. Pancras District?— The gentlemen whom I was working for had 
Marylebone, Paddington, St. Pancras, and Hampstead; I did the greater part of 



St. Pancras. . , . , 

1851. We were told that there were 1,464 signatures there ; is that an 

approximation as near as you can remember to what you obtained; did you 

obtain 1,000 signatures ? — Every one of them. 

lSs2. Were you ever asked during the whole time you were canvassing to 
sign for anyone’; did anyone ask you to sign ?— Frequently I was asked to doit ; 
but 1 never would do it although they asked me to do it, and they told me they 
would sign their cross, and I said, No, it would be a heavy penalty upon my part 

if I were to sign it. „ , , T j-j 

1853. No, it would have been quite legitimate ?— Very well ; but I never did 

it, for although I might commence it legitimately enough, the result might be 
that many parties might say they could not write, merely to get me to sign. 

1854. You say that the petition was often taken away from you and signed 
inside, and therefore you cannot vouch for all the signatories being of proper 
age ? — But there is this intimation that X gave them, that is was lor grown-up 

Pe ?ik\ Bid any of those who signed appear to be under age?— Not one. 

1856. You were exceedingly careful in taking those signatures ? I was. 

18,7. Did you look at the signatures after they were brought out to yon 
I did not scrutinise them very sharply ; X merely saw that there was the name 
and the address ; that was the principal thing I looked after. 

1858. Did you observe whether or not the signature was in the same hand- 

writing? — Not at that time ; I could not. . . 

1859. You did not notice anything of the kind f— I did not notice anything 

° f Moftn would have challenged it if you had noticed it ?— Deefoedi^^^ 
0.73. 02 
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1861. Colonel Bridgman .] Do you know which of those sheets were got by 
you and. which were not ?— I believe this one in College-street and Camden- 
road was got by me. 

1862. Would you look it through and tell me how many sheets were got by 
you and how many were not (the Witness having been taken sheet by sheet 
through the petition) ’—There is one that I feel confident of, and six that I am 
almost sure of. I would ask if this was one of the petitions that came through 
the agent for St. Pancras. There was one party that was canvassing the same 
direction as I was, but he had nothing whatever to do with either Mr. Ball or 
myself. I mentioned it to Mr. Ball, and by the description 1 got of the other 
petition I have an idea that that may be it. 

1863. Mr. Mulholland.'] You spoke of another party canvassing the same 
district ; was that upon the same subject of the coal and wine duties 1 — So it 
was represented to me. 

1864. Was that only one street? — I came across his track several times. 

1865. Did you get. the signatures of some of the same people who signed his 
petition ? — No ; people who signed his petition would not sign mine. 

1866. Have you come across any other petitions upon other subjects besides 
the coal and wine duties: — Yes, there were petitions about. In fact, I had a 
great deal of difficulty in getting along on account of a petition that there was 
something about .the closing of shops at a certain hour of the night. 

1867. Were there canvassers going round from house to house? — Yes, I 
•believe they were, to the shops particularly, because they were greatly in my 
road ; they impeded my progress to a great extent. 

1868. Mr. Donald Crawford •] Did the people always write both their names 
and addresses ? - Yes ; of course I could not guarantee that they put down their 
own name. All that I. know is that they put down a name and an address. 

1 S69. You never wrote them down for them ? — No. 

1870. Nor the address ? — Nor the address. 

1871. Will you just, look here a moment; do you recognise this first sheet 
(exhibiting the petition to the Witness) ? — I certainly would not like to be 
hound to it ; I certainly did that neighbourhood, and there were a great number 
of names in the neighbourhood I could not get. 

1 872. This is the one that you have spoken positively to ; do you think you 
may be mistaken about that ?— I do not recollect any signature, though I did 
the street. 

1 573. Not in any of the sheets ? — No, there is none that I could say positively ; 
but those sheets that are smudged a little lower down I should be under the im- 
pression might be mine. 

_ 1 874. Looking at the first six signatures, have you the slightest doubt that 
they are written in the same hand ?— I know that I did not go to 156 , Camden- 
road ; whether they are written in the same hand 1 could not say. 

1 875. Looking at the first six or seven signatures, are they in the same hand 
or are they not ? — They may be ; hut I would not like to give an opinion con- 
fidently, because there is something about the sheet I do not recognise. 

1876. But you said you did before ? — I did not do so positively; I know I 
went to Camden-road, but I did not go to 155 , because No. 155 is more up 
towards the Brecknock-road. 

1877. Would you look at Cannon, No. 237 , Camden-road; have you the 
slightest doubt that that is written in the same hand as the “ Camden-road ”up 
towards the top t I am not an expert in that matter, and I cannot say. 

1878. Then you did not, do the first, I think you said ? — I do not think I did ; 
I know I did not go to No. 237 or to 255 . 

1879. This was the street, as I understand your evidence in answer to an 
honourable Member opposite, that you were most positive that you had done f 
—No ; I think those down upon the smudged part I have more confidence in, 
for the reason of their being smudged, on account of its being a very stormy 
day when I was doing it ; that was what gave me the impression that it was 
mine ; but if you recollect 1 mentioned to the honourable gentleman that I did 

not 
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not recollect any names. I pointed to the name of Piper ; now I recollect 
o-oina: to the shoemaker at the corner, and he would not sign it. 

° 1880. Chairman .] I understood you were confident of one sheet at least; is 
that the sheet of which you were confident {•pointing to a sheet) t- I mentioned 
that I had done College-street, and part of the Camden-road. 

1881. Could you point to the sheet of which you are confident ( the Witness 
examined the petition) t 

1SS2. Mr . Donald Crawford.] Was not this first sheet the sheet of which 
you said to Colonel Bridgemau you were confident ? — I told the honourable 
gentleman that I had done this sheet, but that I did not recognise any par- 
ticular name. . 

1883. You went over all the sheets very carefully; is there any other sheet 
in the petition that you can say to the Committee that you got the signatures 
to?— There is none of those that I can positively swear to as mine ; there are 
some of them having the appearance of being mine on account of my doing the 
same streets and about the same numbers ; but those numbers particularly m 
the Camden-road I know I did not do ; for instance, there is No. 237 I know 
I did not do, and No. 155 I know I did not do. 

1884. Would you just show me one of the sheets that you think you may 
have done 'l— {After unrolling the petition and examining it.) Perhaps this {in- 
dicating a sheet) lias more the appearance of one that I did, but I would not 
like positivelv to swear to it. I did the Camden-road. and when I did it, it 
was a bitter stormy day ; and being smudged it gives me the idea that 1 may 

have had something to do with it. , , n*, A xr w”? 

1885. This sheet begins, “A Hawkins, 176, Kentish Town-road, IN .W. . 

There are none of the names that 1 recognise. . . . T mQ , 7 

1886. But you think that you may have done this .sheet -—1 think. 1 may 

have done this sheet. a ■, , , a,, 

1 887. Now, you notice it is a peculiar “ K ’ m Hawkins ; now, look at tie 
“ K ” in Kentish Town-road ; have you any doubt that the Kentish Town- 
road” there is written by the same person ? — The writing is very similai ; X d 
not recollect this number, 304 . , „ „„ 

1888. Hid you do No. 176 ?— I did up as far as the stat “ n 

side- I did tile eastern division of Kentish Town-road first ■' that , wa " 
right-hand side as you go up from Camden Town , thatwas the side of the road 

1 d | 1 s^ h NowTok 0 af“J 7 ' Jennings 69 , Camden ' l^^^tilh^own-roal 
“ A Allen Kentish Town-road,” and look at the K m Kent sh town roan 
alfo; do tty not appear to be done by the same hand ?-I believe there is a 

almost a facsimile ? -The writing is similar, but I 
would not like to pass an opinion as this appears to have been taken upon 
sides of the road at the same time, and I only did one side. 

,c n . Chairman 1 Did you go to Kentish Town-road?— Yes, I did. 

1892'. Was there any other canvasser went there to your knowledge r X 

n °%\T™r?aTo^ " d5e ?_I £ 

not knowTnytUng about the Kentish Town-road in .Vf ^ to 

for Mr. Ball, but there was another canvasser, another who w 

Mr. Ball. „ , 

th ™ g5 Excepting the first one 1 -The first one had a great similarity, but I do 

been done from house to house, and X have been to neit 1 g g . W ho 

0.73. u 3 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




1 10 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



16 th May 1887.] 



1898. Who employed you? — Mr. Ball. 

1899. At what rate were you paid? — I was paid at the rate of a 
hundred. 

igoo. And how many signatures did you obtain ; how much were you paid ?— 
I have not got an exact recollection regarding it, but I think 1 did somewhere 
about 3,000 or over as near as I could judge. 

1901. Was that all in the St. Pancras district? — Yes. 

1902. Was it all for the same petition? — Yes, for the same petition. 

1903. Were you employed upon any other petition about the same time?— 
Nothing whatever ; I devoted my whole time to it. 

1904. This petition is headed, “ From the Inhabitants of St. Pancras and 
Others.” I understand you, in going over the sheets with the honourable 
Member opposite, agreed that the greater number of these sheets did not come 
from St. Pancras ; is St. John’s Wood in St. Pancras ? — I think not. 

1905. And Paddington, is that in St. Pancras ?— No, Paddington is not 

1906. Notting Hill ?— Notting Hill I think would be in Paddfngton ; Maryle- 
hone is between St. Pancras and Paddington. I think St. John’s Wood would 
be in Marylebone. 

1907. Mr. Dalrymple.] How long did you take over the work?— I think 
about live weeks. 

1908. Five weeks ?— Yes, I think it was about that. 

1909. Was there any stipulation aboutthe time you were to take ?— No there 
was no stipulation as to the time, but the last week Mr. Ball told me I would 
have to -knock off in a few days, perhaps in a week. 

1910. Did you receive any payment until the work was over?— I received 
payment as I had clone the work. 

J91 1. So much a hundred?— Yes, so much a hundred. 

^91 2. Do you live anywhere near those whom you asked to sign the petition ? 

1013. In what part? — Camden Town, near the Camden Town Station. 

1914. But you went very far a-field from that, did you not?— No. 

1915. Do you mean to say that these signatures upon the petition belong to 
people who live anywhere there?— Yes, entirely in St. Pancras. 

1916. As I understand, you recognise very few' of the signatures as the signa- 
tures of the people whom you saw ? — 1 do uot recognise any of them particularly. 

1917. Hail you separate sheets upon which to get the signatures ?— Yes. 

J 91 8. That was the method you pursued ? — Yes, with the petition to it. 

1919. Chairman.] With the heading to it ?— Y'es. 

1920. Mr. Dalrymple. ] With the heading to what ?— The heading to the 
petition. It was a large printed petition, and 1 had that with me 

1921 . Was that to exhibit ? — Yes, to exhibit. 

1922. Where did you take the sheets when they were filled ?— To Mr. Ball. 

1923. Do you know who attached the sheets to a particular title before pre- 
sentation to the House of Commons ?— No, but I believe Mr. Ball did. 

. > °u would say, would you not, looking at this petition now, that it is 

improperly described as coming from the district that you visited, because you 
find m it signatures of persons living in St. John’s Wood w here you never went? 

0, never went outside St. Pancras ; I mav have occasionally received signa- 
tures from any part of London ; but they would be exceptional. 

1925- Supposing you recognise even one sheet, you would sav, would younot, 
that it was evidently pasted on too many sheets of which you know nothing?— 

, 1 ls “ at * ( '° not positively recognise one of them. There are two or 

three that have an appearance of similarity to those that I did, but I do not 
recognise them. 

1926. Is there any other petition in the room of which you know anything at 
all r— 1 am not aware that there is. 

1927. Because, if you know nothing almost of any of these sheets, there is 
none of your handiwork in the room as far as I can make out ; there is nothing 
ot your five weeks work iu the room ?— Not that I have seen. 

1928. You 



Mr. Usher. 
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1 92B. You said you mentioned the subject with regard to which the petitions 

er! you asked to explain the subject to any of the persons? Yes, 
freouently ; it frequently took me a long time to do so. 

in-0 You think that the signatures which you received were gif™ 
reference to the subject of the Coal and Wine Duties ?—I had to explain that 
before I got the signatures ; people as a rule are extremely chary of signing for 

any purpose-u ^ fte w||ole that the people knew what they were 

signing about -—Yes, i think there is no doubt about that. 

I0! >2 Viscount Lyminoton.'] Were you occupied the whole of your time m 

getiinv'those signatures ?-Yes ; the whole of my time from half-past eight in 
the morning till 10 o'clock at night sometimes. , 

1933- Bhl you make a house-to-house visitation r— Yes, I went from house to 

Louse. 

1014. Did you go alone?' — Yes, I went alone. 

IQ« Did you get the assistance of anyone to tell you as to the number in 
the street at which the people lived ?-No ; when I knocked at the door I knew 
no name in connection with it. P 

,036. What was your principle of setting to work; had you got a map of 
the locality, or how did you proceed ?-I know the neighbourhood pretty wrfl; 

I do not suppose there is a street or turning in the whole of St. Pancras bu, 

what I am aware of. . . 

1017. Did you get any signatures m any public-houses . — Xes. 
lQiS. Did you get any signed in the streets ? \ ery few. 

,030. When you say ‘‘very few” what do you mean? -Perhaps I might 
have had a score 3 . I did not make it an object to visit the public-houses but I 
took the public-houses if they came in my line of call. It the last door 1 called 
at was a private house, and the next door was a public-house I went m to get 

the landlord’s signature ; sometimes the landlord would be in favour of it, and 

be would of his own accord take it round to his customers and ask them to 

Slg l 940. Upon that petition you cannot identify one single signature ?-I do not 
positively identify one. 

1941. Chairman .] Did you not state that you were confident of one sheet .— 

1 d i°Q42 t ^thought you said you were confident of one, almost confident of six, 
anZf the oS yo'u knew Nothing ?_I ought ,0 explmn that the numb- m 
College-street are about the numbers 1 called upon; and II said to the honour 
able Member examining me, that it was very probable l bad done ™ at ' , 

1943. Are you in the habit of associating with other canvasseis for petitions . 
— I do not know another one. 

1944. Viscount Lymingtonl I want to ask you 

petition besides that in favour of the continuance of the Coal and W me Untie- . 
t Vmvp «ppn no others hut the one that I had. , . _ . 

1945. Will you look over that again and tell us written 0 r 

were those separate sheets of paper upon which t e signs brought 

were they attached together ?-No ; they were single sheets, and brougnt 

“. * t»e end of live weeks ?-No. 

~ Ftom time to time ?-From time to time; it was not particularly at the 

Then ^nfXy^harSly no' information .0 give the Committee 
aboufthijpetition ; you^o not recognise itl-I 

three places it has a similarity, but I cannot say that I can lecogmse 

name. . 

The Committee-room was cleared. 

After a short time the public were re-admttted. 
o-73- 0 4 
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PECKHAM AND DULWICH PETITION, IN FAVOUR. 



Mr. FREDERICK GEORGE NETHERCLIFT, re-called; and further 
Examined. 

1949. Would you kindly look at this Peckham and Dulwich Petition, and 

point out which signatures you think are worthy of note, that is to say, are forged ? 
— I should like to have time to do it, but I should say that all the upward 
writing is very suspicious. 

1950. Will you select 50 or 60 names from that petition?— I will. 



PETITIONS GENERALLY, IN FAVOUR. 



Mr. ERNEST ALFRED DENT, called in, sworn ; and Examined. 

1951. Chairman.'] You have been employed in the detective service, have 
you not ? — I am assistant to Mr. Attwood, Private Enquiry Agent, Catherine- 
street. Strand. 

19.52. What have you been employed by him for? — I have been employed 
by him for the purpose of investigating several of these petitions. 

1 953- Which do you call “these petitions ”?— The petitions in favour of the 
continuance of the Coal and Wine Dues. 

1954. Which petitions have you seen? — From the summaries of the petitions 
which are published 1 find, according to my report, No. 41. 

1 955 • Which is No. 41? — The meeting is supposed to have been held in 
Mile End Old Town, at which Mr. Francis Church was chairman. Now I made 
inquiries, and I do not find that any such meeting- was held. 

1956. What was the date given of the meeting? — Ido not find it in my 
report. 

1937. There is no such meeting? — There is no such meeting that lean 
find ; I find that a meeting was held in the Mile End Vestry Hall on the 1st of 
February last, at which Mr. Charrington was present, supported by Mr. Isaac- 
son, m.p. ; that is a bond fide meeting, but as far as I can gather that was in no 
way connected with ihe petition No. 41. Then, with regard to petition No. 115, 
a meeting supposed to have been held at “ Page’s ” Coffee-Rooms, Andover-road, 
Islington, purporting to be representative of the working men ratepayers of 
Holloway ; as a matter of fact, the coffee-rooms were closed long before Christ- 
mas, long before the meeting was supposed to have taken place. 

1958. Are there signatures to those petitions? — I believe simply tlie chair- 
man signs inmost of these cases. 

1(159- But still there was the signature of the chairman ? — Yes. 

1960. Have you made any inquiries about that signature ?— As far as I can 
find, the name is not known. 

1961. Viscount Lymington] Mr. George Rayner is the Chairman? — The 
name is not known at all events at “ Page’s ” Coffee-Rooms. I have a note here 
that Mr. George Rayner had no business to speak on behalf of the working-men 
ratepayers of Holloway, for tne simple reason that I saw several old in- 
habitants of Holloway, and they knew nothing of any such meeting. Mr. Walker, 
who is living in Andover-road, and who is connected with most meetings that 
take place in that district, knows nothing about it, and is, I think, prepared to 
swear that no such meeting took place. I also found that house-to-house visits 
were being paid in that district. With regard to No. 21, a meeting of rate- 
payers and householders purports to have beenheld upon the 15th of December, 
Mr. John Webber in the chair, at Parkfield-street ; it is a short street with 
only two public-houses in it, and there is no other house at which a meeting 
could have been held ; I made inquiries at both public-houses and also in the 
neighbourhood, and they know of no such meeting having taken place. 

1962. Is 
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iq6-2. Is that meeting supposed to have been presided over by the Chairman, 

Mr John Webber ? — There is no house in the street in which that meeting 
could have taken place except in the two public-houses, and they have no room 
in either of them in which any meeting could have taken place. Then there is 
No. 43 , a petition from a meeting supposed to have taken place at the Pro- 
testant 5 Youths’ Mission ; I can find no such mission. There is a meeting sup- 
posed to have been held at The Bow Bells, No. 116 , Bow-road, and I have it 
upon the authority of the proprietor of the establishment that no such meeting 
took place. And in the case of No. 4,386 petition, presented by one Mr. 
O’Connell, as chairman of the meeting, held at the “ Palace ” Arms, Pimlico, 
it was simply a meeting of Mr. O’Connell and a few friends, who met there for 
the purpose of discussion. He lives at Norwood ; it is a meeting of Mr. 
O’Connell, the proprietor of the establishment, and a few friends, who met 
there simply for a convivial meeting. With regard to the Haggerston petition, 

I find there that a Mr. A. G. Williams, of 36 , “Forest-road,” Haggerston, 
was concerned in it ; I understand he is the paid agent of a man named Cope, 
in connection with the Local Conservative Association, and I understand 
(whether that information is correct or not I really do not know) that Mr. 

A. G. Williams really did obtain some of the signatures to the Haggerston 
petition; with regard to that petition, I have three names. The Committee 
will understand that I simply had half-a-dozen names from the various petitions. 

I did not know the length to which the petitions were going, I simply took half- 
a-dozen of the names, and enquired. I have a memorandum of “ Mr. Charles 
Gall 79 , Broke-road, name not known, house occupied by Charles Garrod.” 

1963. * You took six names, three of which are not genuine ?— That is so ; 

I took them haphazard from the petition. 

IQ64. Did you inquire into those names ? — I have inquired into those three, 
and m two cases the names are not known; while one declares his signature to he 
a forgery; but it seemed to me that they had taken the names from a directory. 

1065 Are the addresses given in the petition ? — The addresses are given m 
the petition. It seemed to me that they had taken the names from a directory, 
and that the forger of the signature had put a name similar to the real name so 
as to avoid an absolute forgery. In one case, that of Mr. George West, of 
Malvern-road, Haggerston, this gentleman signed the petition against, but his 
signature is also attached to the petition for ; and he tells me that if the signa- 
ture was attached to a petition for, it is not genuine ; that it is a direct forgery, 
and 1 believe those names have been obtained or attached to the petitions by this 

man Williams. , 

1 966. You say you looked into three names ; what are the other two cases:' 

I have no particulars as to them. 

1067 Mio-ht they have been workmen or poor people who have moved a nay 
since ; people in lodgings t— No. With regard to the Haggerston petition I 
find the persons who signed were persons in decent employ, and really respect- 
able people occupying the houses with those addresses ; I found that so ; in the 
other cases, 1 think the people were not at home ; I have made no note ; I 
simply reported what I found to be the case ; I made a general report, then 
there is the petition, No. 4 , 391 , from East London. X do ™t know that I am 
iustified in saying so, but I belieye that a man named Stephen Arnold, 
24 Coutts-road, Burdett-road, had something td do with it ; his signature 
appears upon the petition, and from his answer to me I fancy he had something 

t0 his^s^aon"?--!* do not know what his station is; he was 

under the influence of liquor when I saw him I found in that case that the 
one or two signatures I had taken haphazard were not genuine. Thm the 
worse one i came across was No. 4 , 404 , from Lambeth, Kennmgton, and West- 
minster; the greater portion of this petition seems to have been obtained by a 
man named John Sharland, of 4 , Kenfrew-road, Kennmgton. He seems to be 
an old solicitor’s clerk in the employ of Mr I Send, i 
He comes backwards and forwards and be does odd work ; m this ease 1 
find he has been obtaining signatures, telling the people that the public-houses 
were going to be closed about eight o’clock in the evening. In many cases^the 
0 . 73 - P 
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wife has signed for the husband, and also in one case I found that a child had 
signed, a mere girl ; she had put down her brother's signature to it ; in e verv 
case such signatures were without authority. ’ - 

1969. Sharland stated that the public-houses were going to be closed at 

8 o’clock, and they had signed this petiiion supposing it to be a petition against 
the early dosing of public-houses 7— Yes, supposing it to be a petition against 
the early closing of public-houses ; so that I maintain tile signatures have been 
obtained under false pretences. In one case 1 found that he told a man that 
the petition was against the adulteration of beer ; I do not know whether the 
Committee wish for the names of the various people I called upon in that case 
but they would certify what I say. 5 

1970. If they are genuine people we shall he glad to have them?— I would 
read you all the various names on the list. There is H. Vokes, 9, Burdett- 
buildings, Westminster (the canvasser appears to have gone to the very poorest 
people ; the wife appears to have signed on behalf of the husband upon the 
distinct representation of Sharland that the petition was against the Early 
Closing Bill ;) they told me that of course they did not get their money until very 
late in the day, and that they required to go into the public-house after 8 o’clock • 
there was no mistake about it. Now in the case of Ernest Durham, 29 Bnr- 
dett-liuildings, the sister, a little girl of eight or nine years of age, ’signed ou 
behalf of her brother, who was not at home ; but that was also on the represen- 
tation of Sharland that the petition was against the early closing Inglis is 
not known, but there is a person called J. H. Inglis ; in that case I fancy the 
canvasser asked for somebody who lives at No. 34, and attached the signature 
himself. In the case of Cook, No. 7, East-street, Lambeth, Cook signed upon the 
representation ol Sharland, that the petition was against the adulteration of beer. 

1971. That was the same representation and the same person 1 Yes - I 

asked m each case for a description of the man, and I afterwards traced it’ to 



7972- I °n have not seen him ? — No, I have not seen him ; he is not to be 
seen ; he just turns up now and again at his place of business. Then there is 
petition No. 4,736 from Uerkenwell ; I find there are two signatures there out 
■of about fire or six m which the persons are not known ; there are also several 
signatures in W mdermere-street, Clerkenwell ; I do not find any such street ■ 
the street is not known. 



1973. Has that petition very many signatures to it?— I believe it is one of 
those long petitions with over 1,000 names to it. 

1974. How did you choose the signatures 7—1 simply took them haphazard 
as the petition came into my hand 1 I took them here and there. 

1975. Did you take them upon the handwriting ?— No; the petitions appeared 
to me as they have proved to be so far of a bogus character, so that 1 took them 
at random. 



1976. Those were all petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Dues?-Yes : 
1 have not touched the petitions against. In the course of my inquiries, I came 
across several petitions. I know of one case in which in Camden Town the 
petitions were in the street at a table, and the person at the table asked those 
who signed the petition if he was a ratepayer of Camden Town 



\ 9 jJ: That tfas a petition against the continuance of tile Coal 

and Wine Dues, -It was a petition against the Coal and Wine Dues. In 
several cases which came under my notice where the petition was against, the 
petition was pretty genuine, if I might offer an opinion. 

1978. But .you have no proof of that at present 7— No ; 1 have several more 
cases with regard to that petition of Sharland’s who got it up in the Model Build- 
ings in Burdett Chambers and Uurdett Buildings, Valentine-row, Warwick- 
street, and other places, which all go to show that that man has been obtaining 
the signatures under false pretences. 



19.9’ Viscount Lyminytori]. Who have you been employed by for the purpose 

of the investigation r— By the Anti-Coal Tax Association. 

1980. Mr. 
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1980. Mr. Mulholland]. Among those you inquired about did you find any 
genuine signatures at all ? — I did find two or three, and that is about all, and in 
those cases they were signed by the wife. 

1981. And you stated that Williams did obtain signatures to the Haggerston 
petition ? — Yes. 

1982. That is to say, in the Haggerston district he had been visiting from 
house to house? — No, I cannot say he visited from house to house; because 
those signatures which are attached to the Haggerston petition which were 
obtained by him, I believe to be false. 

1983. But how did you hear about them? — Simply that he bad obtained the 
signatures to the petition; lie was engaged by the Local Conservative Associa- 
tion, so I understand (I rather doubt that) to obtain the signatures. 

1984. You did not hear that lie had been from house to house; you did 
not hear that at the houses that he visited? — No. 

1985. Mr. Lagan . ] When you were employed by Mr. Lloyd, I suppose 

you were told the object with which you were to enquire ? — I was first of all 
employed to enquire with regard to the petitions corning from ratepayers, 
presented on behalf of the ratepayers of the various districts. 

1986. For the coal and wine dues ? — Yes. 

1987. But you were not employed at all to enquire into the petitions against 
the continuance of the coal and wine dues? — No, I was not. 

1988. Have you ever been employed before upon similar work? — Not 
exactly upon this particular work, but I have had experience in other things. 

1989. But not as to the genuineness of signatures? — No. 

1990. Did you come into contact with any of the committee whom Mr. 
Lloyd represented ? — No, the only person I have seen upon the committee is. 
Mr. Lloyd himself, I merely obtained my instructions from Mr. Lloyd. 

1991. And you know for certain that Mr. Lloyd represented the ratepayers 
who were opposed to the coal and wine duties? — That I could not say. 
Simply Mr. Lloyd gave me instructions and I endeavoured to carry them out, 
I knew that he was secretary to the Anti-Coal Tax Association. 

1992. Chairman.'] When Mr. Lloyd gave you instructions were they in 
writing or was it verbally ? — Verbally chiefly, I simply had one small note 
from Mr. Lloyd. 

1 993- DM you make a note of what he said ? — I did not. 

1994. What, generally, were your instructions? — Simply to enquire into the 
genuineness of the petitions presented as from the ratepayers of the various 
districts, to ascertain whether they were genuine or not. 



PETITIONS AGAINST. 

Mr. CHARLES WILLIAM BARTLETT, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

1095- Chairman ."] You have been employed, have you not, as a canvasser 
for petitions ? — Yes- 

1996- What was your way of proceeding?— Standing in the street with a 
table. 

1997. When people came to sign did you ask them how old they were ?— 
No. 

1998. You could see how old they were, could you not? — Yes. 

1999- Did you let children sign? — No. 

2000- What did you do when children came ? — I sent them away. 

2061. Were you always standing at the table ? — Yes- 

2002. And the petition was put upon the table, was it, at the corner of the 
road?— Yes. 

2003. And you were in charge of it? — Yes. 

2004. Were you there between about 12 and one o’clock? — 1 was there from 
about half-past eight or nine in the morning till dark. 

0.73. p 2 2005. A good 
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2005. A good many boys and girls would be coming out of school, I suppose 

about 12 o’clock ? — Yes. 5 

2006. And you will undertake to say that no boys or girls signed the 
petition? — Decidedly. 

2007. First of all, which petition are we alluding to, was it about a week 
ago ? — It is about a fortnight ago since I was there. 

2008. Were you in the habit of standing there continually with petitions? 

No., it is the first time I have ever been upon such a thing. 

2009. Do you know what became of the sheets after you had got them 
signed ?— I gave them to the man who employed me. 

2010. Who was that ? — Mr. Hyde. 

2011. Do you know by whom Mr. Hyde was employed? — I do not know 
that. 

2012. You were put there to collect signatures ? — Yes, I was. 

2013. Do you know how many you got ? — I could not exactly say. 

• 2014. How were you paid ? — So much per dozen. 

2015. How much per dozen ? — Two pence per dozen. 

2016. And you will undertake to say the petitions were not signed by any 
hoys or girls ? — Decidedly not, I did not allow children to sign at all ; those 
were my instructions. 

2017. Viscount Lymington.] Did you allow women to sign ? — Yes. 

2018. My. M‘ Lagan.] Then it was not limited to ratepayers, you did not 
enquire whether they were ratepayers ? — No. 

2019. Viscount Lymington.] Did you collect the whole of the signatures to 
your petition in one day ! — I used to have a good many sheets given to me at 
night, and then a man used to come round in the morning and give me some 
more ; I used generally to get them all filled up. 

2020. Did you stand in the same place all the time ?— No, I was shifted once 
to Shoreditch. 

202 1. \\ ere j r ou shifted about to different districts? — I was allowed to use 
my own discretion, and move about where I could get most signatures. 

2022. You mean to say that you chose the most populated districts ? — Yes, 
where there most people passing- in and out. 

2023. You were at the corner of the Clerken well-road and the Gray’s Inn- 
Koad 1 — 1 es. 

2024. How long were you there ?— Two and a half days. 

2025. Was that opposite the Holborn Town Hall ?— Yes. 

. 2 p 2 ^- Mr* Daliymple.] You say that you went there between eight and nine 
m the morning r Yes, between half-past eight and nine in the morning. 

2 ° 2 o‘ txt° W ° n ^ ^ y° u rema ' n there ?— I remained there till the evening, 

2028. Were you there the whole day ?-Yes, the whole day, barring when I 
wanted to leave for a moment. 

2029. Was that for your meals ?— No, I took my meals with me. 

2030. You were not away for your meals, were you ; how long would vou be 
away .—I was away not more than five minutes at a time. 

2 0 31. You are sure you brought your meals with you ? — Yes, I am. 

2032. Did you never go away in the middle of the day ?— No. 

2033. 1 wo and a halt days you say you were there?— Yes, about two and a 
half days, I think, I was there. 

2034. Did anyone else take your place when you were not there ? — There was 
a shoe-black standing near me, and when I wanted to be away for a few minutes 
1 would ask him to take charge of the table. 

203.5. I do not want to question the purposes for which you left the table, 
but only to know whether there might be anybody in charge of the table for 
any length of time when you were not there ? — I never used to leave the table 
for any longer time than was necessary. 

^ j* ^- na ^ Crawfoi'd.] The petition was against the continuance of 
the Coal and Wine Dues ?— Yes. 

2037. Are 
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2037. Are you able to say whether any other petition for the same purpose 
was at the same spot within the last three or four weeks ? — I could not say 
that. 

2038. Mr. Mulholland .] You said that no children were allowed to sign?— 
They were not. 

2039. Supposing there were boys and girls of about 18 or 19, would you 
make any inquiry or would you take their signatures ? — I would take their sig- 
natures. 

2040. If they were grown up ?— If I thought they were grown up. 

2041 . What amount of signatures would you have taken ? — One thousand. I 
could tell you according to the money I earned, I should think I got consider- 
ably over 1,000 signatures. 

2042. You got something over 100 each day?— Yes, considerably. 

2043. Chairman.] Was there nobody else employed upon that spot but your-, 
self? — 1 believe there was a man employed at the Gray’s Inn-road standing 
outside the Royal Free Hospital. 

2044. What sort of a man was that?— I never saw the man. 

2045. Mr. M'Lagan.] Was he in charge of a petition too ?— Yes. 

2046. Was it a petition against the continuance of the Coal and Wine Dues ? 
— 1 could not say that. 



PECKHAM AND DULWICH PETITION, IN FAVOUR. 



Mr. FREDERICK GEORGE NETHERCLIFT, re-called ; and further 
Examined. 

Witness.] There are 34 sheets in this petition, and some of them have 
not got 60 names in them, but I would say that 50 in each sheet I could pick 
out, 'certainly ; my opinion is that there are very few that are not false. 

2047. Viscount Lymington.] Have you made out any list? I have taken one 

to 60 first ; from 64 to 125 upon the second sheet ; there are numbers so far 
and then they leave off numbering after that. From 124 to 184 upon the third 
sheet, from 186 to 256 ; from 25 7 to 313 ; from 332 to 391 ; the first 60 upon 
the seventh sheet. Then from 394 to 417, the whole of the names are for- 
geries ; then from 418 to 495, and from 496 to 521. _ 

2048. You think that all the signatures upon the eighth sheet are false.— 
Yes, practically the whole of those that I have mentioned. 

2049. You would not undertake to say, that every single one was false ?— JNo, 
but practically they are. 
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Thursday , 19?A May 1887. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Mr. Dalrymple. 

Sir Charles Forster. 
Mr. William Lowther. 



discount Lymington. 
Mr. M'Lagan. 

Mr. Mulholland. 



Sir CHARLES FORSTER, in the Chair. 



PETITIONS GENERALLY IN FAVOUR. 



Mr. STEPHEN L. SIMEON, sworn ; and Examined. 

2050. Chairman.'] You are the Clerk to this Committee ? — I am. 

2051. What statement do you wish to make to the Committee ?— According 
to the directions which were given to me at the last meeiing of the Committee 
1 wrote to all the signers of the first sheets of the petitions in favour of the 
continuance of the Coal and Wine Duties, in number there were about 29 of 
them and 1 have received answers from 14, of whom 11 say that they have 

igned, and three say that they have not ; but it seems clear to me that most 
of the names that stand alone upon the first sheet of the petition are genuine. 

Have you seen those persons ?— No ; I was not 
5~?' ‘ d ° su ““™ ‘hem, I was simply directed to write and ask them if they 
had signed certain petitions. 1 his bundle of petitions (producing the same) are 
all in favour of the continuance of the Coai and Wine Dues. I took the first 

iTafdTmT CaCh ° f th ° 5e Petiti °" S and W '° te 40 “ Ch ^ signatories :! 

• J?- 53 ' T hdr signatures might have been forged ? -Except that I took the 
heading of each petition and wrote to each signatory, as follows • “ Sir I am 

Comm ir of ; he 

to ask you to be kind enough to inform them whether you 'Signed a petition 

W^Tetn&n 06 ' "tS W “P fr0m the head'of^he petitionf'Mn 
ravour ot the continuance ot the London Coal and Wine Dues I am Sir vn,.r 
obedient servant, Stephen L. Simeon , Clerk to the Committee." ’ ’ J 

an^otto Coafa^W^n 1 W ' ith r ? gard 10 the P elitiona f0 >- ‘be contiuu- 
You sav that n f th? 1 a • 6 there not one or tw0 the same place, 

peations from certain , S '^°T fro “ whom you heard, 11 say they signed 
Dues I ZS to kZw P T “ faT ° Ur ° f the oom ™ance of the Coal and Wine 
SitV Xw il, S r e more lh “ o«e petition from one particular 

because a P e ™n “‘gbt have 
dS not go into T t " ™ ^ the °‘ber r — That, as a matter of fact, I 

taken mfa^rmd de 7 .f VC f hundreds of petitions, and it would have 

me to go through til fh ? an ^ T uesda >’ and Wednesday that were allowed 

“f the same kind VS P . !tl ‘T and see tta ‘ ‘here were not two signatures 
they L In , y, att T P Z ‘° d ° i4 ' As 1 nnderstood my directions. 

Committee oflL th^^T ^ tha u 29 , P etitions which had been before the 
whose name was aonendel S ,,f e ‘ W1 ‘ ] ‘ le prayer, and ask of each individual 
2o« But ™?„, PP si ‘be prayer sheet whether he had signed. 
signed 5 ( >or them lmteV ey ““ ,his P art icular petition That they have 

have one in ^ fl'Tf 1 h ? ndr ? ds of Prions, as 7™ sa y). ‘bey may 

29 r I can on i v „: vp +i,„ oca Ifc y, but they may not have signed one of the 

i can only give the answer I gave just now, that it would have taken me 

a great 
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a great deal more time than I had at my disposal to go through all the 
petitions ; 1 could not possibly have done it in the time, especially with all my 
other Journal Office work, and it was not work that I should have liked to 
entrust to anybody else. 

2056. Chairman.'] It was confidential work?— Yes, it was confidential work. 
On the other hand, it was difficult to fix it ; because supposing I had said, “ The 
petition presented upon the 1st of April,” chat would not have fixed it, because 
the petition might have been lying at the solicitor’s office waiting for a number of 
other signatures to be tacked on to it ; in fact I had no means of fixing the 
petition except by the heading. 

2057. Mr. Lowther.] Have you the addressess of the gentlemen who you say 
signed, or who say that they signed? — Yes, I have. 

2058. Chairman.'] Have you summoned any of those men ? — No, I was not 
directed to do so One man writes, In answer to your enquiry about the 
London Coal and Wine Dues Bill, I signed the petition in favour of the continu- 
ance about three wceksago, I believe, if I remember rightly. I am. Sir, yours truly, 
Robert W. Marlow .” He remembers the facts, therefore I think it quite pro- 
bable that in his case, as in the others, the signatures in question were those 
written first, only that, they have not mentioned it. I have another letter from 
Mr. Bussey, the overseer of the parish of Bromley, St. Leonard, written from 
the vestry clerk’s office under official seal and everything of that sort, ■ so there 
can be no doubt about that. Then there is another man who says he was the 
first, and that verifies, I think, three out of the ‘11. 

Mr. Lowther.] I think, as the petitions are here, we had better take the 
opportunity of comparing the signatures to the letters with the signatures 
to the petitions. The signatures to the 11 petitions to which the 
signatures to the prayer were acknowledged by letter, were compared and 
examined by the Committee. 

Witness.] I have now produced all the 11. The following persons deny 
having signed. In answer to my circular asking whether he had signed 
the petition from Greenwich, Woolwich, and Deptford, I had this letter: 
« Sir— I have not sined (sic) anything. (Signed) C. Andrews , 13, Granville- 
road, Lee.” In answer to the same inquiry, I received the following letter : 
“ Dear Sir — In answer to your inquiry which 1 received this morning, 1 beg 
to say I have not signed any petition in favour of the London Coal and 
Wine Dues Continuance Bill. (Signed) Archibald Ward , Burgher-road, 
Homerton.” Then a man named Brocklebank writes from Nu. 107, 
Lisburn Park, Stoke Newington : “ Sir— l beg to assure you 1 never saw, 
nor was I ever asked to sign any such petition as that referred to on the 
other side.” Eleven signed altogether, three deny having signed, and there 
are still 15 answers to come. 



PECKHAM AND DULWICH PETITION, IN FAVOUR. 



Mr. GEORGE FORD, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

2059. Mr. Lowther.] Which petition did you sign ?— The coal petition. 

2060. What reference had it to coals? — The reduction of coals, I think it 
was. 

2061 . Where did you sign it ? — At my place. 

2062. Where is your place?— No. 1, Charles-street, Camberwell New-road. 

2063. Chairman.] What are you?— A coachmaker. 

2064. Mr. Lowther.] Did somebody bring the petition to you? — That I can- 
not tell you. . 

2065. Do you recollect ever in your life signing a petifaon? Yes, 1 have 
signed petitions ; there are a good many come at different times. 

0.73. r 4 2066. Do 
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2066. Do you recollect having signed one within the last two months ?— No 
I do not. 

2067. Did you sign one that morning f — No, I do not think so. 

2068. Are you continually signing petitions ? — Very often I am at a loss to 
know what the petition is about. 

2069. Have you signed one in favour of the Coal and Wine Dues continuance ? 
— That is what I understood the petition was lor. 

2070. Do you know whether you signed one against the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues ? — l really cannot tell whether I signed against or for it. 

2071. Did somebody come to your house with the petition ? — Yes. 

2072. What time of the day did the person come ? — I cannot say. 

2073. You have no recollection ?— No ; lam very often called away about 
business, and I very often sign and am off again. 

2074. Chairman .] You very often sign and do not know what you have 
signed ? — Yes, that is so. 

2075. Mr. Lowther.] Do you think you would know your signature? — Yes I 
should know my own writing again. 

2076. Will you write your own name and address upon that piece of paper? 
{handing a piece of paper to the Witness. The Witness did so, and handed it 
lack to the Committee ). 

2077. If you signed a petition, do you think you would have signed it “ Cam- 
berwell ” or “ Camberwell-road” ? — “ Camberwell New-road.” 

2078. Viscount Lymingt.on.'] You say you would put “Camberwell New-road?” 
—I generally put “ Camberwell New-road.” 

2079. Chairman .] Will you now look at the petition {exhibiting the Witness' 
alleged signature to him) ? — I did not write that. 

2080. You never signed that petition ?— No, it is a different “ F.” altogether. 

2081. Mr. Lowther.'] Do you think you would have signed “Camberwell- 
road, or “ Camberwell New-road ”? — I should have signed “ Camberwell New- 
road.” 



Mr. WILLIAM HENRY COOMBS, called again ; sworn, and Examined. 

2082. Mr. Lowther .] You had instructions to summon a certain number of 
people, I believe ? — 1 had instruction to summon 41 people. 

2083. Did you summon them? — Sixteen of them I could not find, they were 
not known at the address given me. 

2084. And the remaining ? — Six others were known at the addresses, but 
they had left and gone to other places, and no present address was known. 

2085. They were people in very poor circumstances, I suppose? — Yes, they 
were ; six I saw who said they had not signed. 

2086. Had not signed any petition? — That is so. Three others were at the 
right address. I saw the wife of each man, and they asserted that their 
husbands had not signed ; and that has been confirmed in one case by a letter 
which has arrived this morning from one of those men, saying that he had not 
signed. Four admitted signing ; six others I could obtain no information about. 
I served the orders upon the wife or servant, but they could tell me nothing 
about those, as to whether they had signed or not; that completes the 41 , 

2087. Viscount Lgmington.~\ Then out of the 41 you have only four admitting 
having signed?— Yes. 

2088. Mr. Donald Crawford .] With regard to those who had left their 
houses, did you hear how long they had left ?— One house was empty, and I 
could find no one to give any information ; another left in September ; another 
in November ; two left in April and one in February. 

2089. So that only two had left so late as April?— Yes. 

2090. Consequently if the petition was signed in April the other four could 
not have signed it at that address ? — Not at that address. 

The public were now admitted. 
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Mr. RICHARD DAVIS ODELL, called in; sworn, and Examined. 

2091. Chairman .] What are you ? — I am a merchant in the City. 

2092. Where do you live? — My private address is No. 6, De Crespigny Park, 
Denmark Hill. 

2093. What is your business address ? — Fifteen, Lower Thames-street. 

2094- Mr. Lowther. ] Do you recollect having signed any petition for or 
against the continuance of the Coal and’ Wine Dues? — I signed none what- 
ever. 

2095. Was none offered to you for signature? — In the City I had a petition 
offered to me, but I refused to sign it. 

The Witness, in ansiver to a request, wrote his name and address, and the 
same were compared with this alleged signature on the petition. 

2096. Viscount Lymington. ] How are you in the habit of spelling Richard? 
— “ Richard.” 

2097. Do you ever sign Richard in short- — I sign “ Richard ” against 
cheques. 

2098. Do you sign it in full ? — Yes. 

2099. And how do you spell it ? — R-i-c-h-a-r-d. 

21 on. Will you look at that petition ( handing a petition to the Witness) ? — 
The Witness examined the petition. 

2ioi. Is that your signature? — It is not. 

210 3. You will swear on your oath that that is not your signature ?— It is 
not. 

2103. Have you ever seen this petition ? — Never. 

2104. You never signed that petition? — I never signed any petition of the 
kind. 



Mr. EDMUND CHARLES MASSEY, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

2105. Chairman .] Where do you reside ? — At 130 , Peckham Park-road. 

2106. Is that your business or private house ? — It is my private house. 

2107. Have you a business placer — I have no business place- 

2108. What are you by trade r — A reporter. 

2109. Mr. Lowther .] Do you recollect having been asked to sign a petition 
either for or against the continuance of the Coal and Wine Dues ? I do not. 

2110. Therefore you did not sign it ? — About what time do you refer to, 
because I have signed petitions in my life ? 

2111. Chairman. *] This year? — No. 

2112. Will you kindly write your ordinary signature and address r The 
Witness did so. 

2113. You do not think you could have signed a petition and forgotten it ? 

I feel quite sure of that. {The Witness' signature was compared with the signa- 
ture in the petition.) 

2114. Will you just look at this petition (exhibiting the petition to the Witness ) ; 
is that your signature ? — It is not. 

2115. Mr. Lowther .] Did you ever see any handwriting like that; could you 
trace it at all and see if you recognise anybody’s signature ; does that remind 
you of any handwriting you ever saw ? — None. 

2116. Not of anybody who has ever been with you, or of anybody whom you 
have employed?— No. 

2117. Chairman .] Did vou authorise any person to sign this petition for you- 
—No. 
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Mr. EDWARD BRYANT,. called in; sworn, and Examined. 

211 8. Chairman .] Where do you reside? — At 27 , Brunswick -square. 

2119. What are you ? — I am a clerk. 

2120. Did you sign any petition with regard to the Coal and Wine Dues?— I 
did. 

2121. Was it a petition for or against the continuation of the coal and wine 
dues ?— It was a petition for the continuation of the Coal and Wine Dues. 

2122. Viscount Lymington.] How old are you ? — I am nearly 21. 

2123. Chairman ] Are you 21 next birthday ? — Yes, next month. 

2124. Mr. liowther . J Where did you sign the petition ? — In a public-house. 

2125. Did anybody ask you to sign it, or was it merely put there ?— A fellow 
came in with it; brought it in there while I was in there, and asked me to sign, 
and I signed it. • 

2126. Mr. Dalrymple.] Where was the public-house ?— It was the Duke of 
Cambridge, in Hook’s-road. 

2127. Viscount Lymington.'] When you were asked to sign this petition, was 
there any explanation given to you about the petition you were asked to sign V 
— He told me it was to keep on the dues on the coal and wines. 

2128. What inducement was offered to you to sign the petition ? — None ; the 
man only asked me to sign my name, and I put it down 

2 1 29. Mr. Lowthcr.] Have you signed other petitions against the Coal and 
Wine Dues '? — No. 

2130. Have you been asked to sign petitions against the Coal and Wine Dues } 
—No. 

2131. Chairman .] I take it that you happened to be casually in this public- 
house ? — Yes ; I do not very often go there. 

2132. Upon this particular day you were there, and a person came in with a 
petition and asked you to sign it. '—Yes, a person came in with the petition 
and asked me to sign it, and I signed it. 

2133. Will you write your ordinary signature, with your address: — ( The 
Witness did so, and the signature was compared with that on the petition). 

2 1 34. W r ill you just look at this petition ( exhibiting the petition to the Witness) ; 
is that your signature ?— Yes, .that is mine. ‘ 

2135* You signed it ? — Yes. 

. 21 36; You did not sign your name in full on that occasion? — Sometimes I 
sign it in full and sometimes more shortly. 

2137. Do you recognise any of the other names on the petition ? — ( After 
examination.) No, not on that one. 

2138. Do you recollect when you signed this petition in what, shape it 
appeared to you ? — I believe there were a few in front of mine, but T do not 
think it was quite so full. 

21 39- Were there none behind it ? — No, there were none behind it. 

2140. Mr. Lowther.] You did not know the fellow that asked you to sign it ; 
you had never seen him before ?— No. 



Mr. ARTHUR RANNEY BRYANT, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 



2141. Chairman.) What are you? — I am a clerk. 

2142. Where do you live ? — I live at 27, Brunswick-square. 

2143. What relation are you. to the last witness ? — I am his brother. 

2144. Did you sign any petition with regard to the Coal and Wine Dues t — I 
did not. 

2145. Were you asked to sign any petition with regard to the Coal and Wine 
Dues?— I was not. 



2146. Will 
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2146. Will you kindly write your usual signature and address? — {The Witness 
did so). 

2147. Just look at this petition ; is that your signature ? — No. 

2148. You never signed that? — No. 

2149. You never signed the petition at all? — No. 

215'.'. Did you authorise anybody to sign for you ? — No, I did not. 

2151. Is it your brother’s signature? — I do not think so. 

2152- Do you think he signed that? — He said he signed that petition him- 
self, and I asked him whether he signed my name, because I did not know how 
otherwise anybody could possibly have known that I had signed it ; he denied 
having signed my name. 

2153. He denied it?— He denied it positively 

2154. Mr. Loivtker.] You did not sign that petition, you say ? — No. 

2155. And you did not authorise anybody else to sign for you ? — No. 

2156. Are you quite sure ? — I am quite sure. 



Mr. WILLIAM HENRY COOMBS, re-called ; and further Examined. 

2157. Mr. Dairy mple.'} I want to ask you about the witnesses that we have 
had here to-day ; did you see Ford ?— I did ; he promised to come ; he told me 
that lie had not signed. 

2158. Did you see Mr. Odell? — No, I did not, I saw Mrs. Odell; she knew 
nothing about it, she could give me no information. 

2159. Then there is a witness named Massey, did you see him ? — I did not 
see Massey. 

2160. Did you see anybody representing him, the wife or anybody ? —I saw 
his son, rather a young boy, who could tell me nothing about it. 

21 til. Did you see the two Bryants?— I saw neither of them; I saw the 
mother and a younger brother, and the younger brother told me that he 
believed that one of his brothers had signed, and that he thought the other had 
not signed. 

2162. And you put in that list? — I do. {The list was handed in.) 



Mr. HENRY HILL, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

2163. Chairman .] Where do you reside? — I reside at No. 12 , Knatchbull- 
road ; Brunswick-terrace is another name for it. 

2164. Where is your business? — In the Southwark Bridge-road, the South 
London Brewery ; I am a partner in the business. 

2165. Have you signed any petition in regard to the continuance of the Coal 
and Wine Dues ? — No, I believe not. 

2166. Were you asked to sign any?— Yes, I believe I was. 

2167. But you did not sign it ? — I did not. 

2.168. Will you write your usual signature and address? — {The Witness did 
so). 

2169. Will you look at that signature ( exhibiting the petition to the Witness) t 
— That is mine. 

2170. Mr. Lowlher.] That is not your signature ?— No, it is not. 

2171. Did you authorise anybody else to sign it ? — Certainly not. 



Mr. ABRAHAM RUSSELL, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

21 72. Chairman..] What are you by trade ? — I am a cheesemonger’s assistant. 

2 1 73. Where do you reside r — At No. 51 , Albany -road, Camberwell. 

2 1 74. Have you signed any petition with regard to the continuance of the 
Coal and Wine Duties ? — I have, for the continuance of the Coal and Wine 
duties. 

0.73. q 2 2175. Will 
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2175. Will you kindly look at the. petition and tell the Committee if that is 
your signature? — Yes, that, is mine, 1 think. 

2176. You remember signing it? — {The Witness, after examining the signature, 
hesitated). 

2177. Mr. Lowther.~\ Will you kindly write your name upon a piece of paper. 
{The Witness did so, and the signature was compared with the alleged signature 
of the Witness upon the Peckham and Dulwich Petition.) 

2178. Can you make up your mind whether you signed it? — It is not my 
writing. 

2179. First you said it was, and now you say it is not ? — Mr. Siggs in the 
Borough, I believe, signed it before me. 

2180. Who is Mr. Siggs ?— He is my employer. 

2181. He might have been authorised by you to sign it? — No, I signed a 
petition myself, but not that one, I think. 

2 1 82. Mr. Lowther.~\ Do you recollect the circumstances under which you 
signed? — It was for the continuance of the Coal and Wine Duties. 

2183. Was it in the street ? — It was in the warehouse. 

2184. The man went in and brought it to you ? — A man went into Mr. Siggs’ 
office first, and came to me afterwards. 

2185. Had the petition any writing to it ; did he tell you what it was?— From 
what I can recollect it was on blue paper. 

2 1 86. Was it very large ? — It was about that size {indicating about 20 inches). 

2187. And Mr. Siggs signed before you? — Yes. 

21 88. Aud anybody behind you? — There were one or two others signed it as 
well. 

2189. Do you recollect who they were : — One of them was Edward Dine. 

2190. He is in the same establishment with you, is he ? — Yes. 

2191. And you do not know what became of the sheets after you had signed 
them ? — No, the man took the sheet away with him. 

2192. And you never heard anything more of it ? — I never heard anything 
more of it. 

2193. Have you quite made up your mind whether that is or is not your 
writing?— That is not my writing. 

2194. Chairman .] You did sign a petition, hut that is not your signa- 
ture ? — That is not my signature. 



THOMAS LENNOX, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

2195. Chairman ] Where do you reside?— At No. 39, Arthur-street, Old 
Kent-road. 

2196. What are you by trade? — A labourer. 

2iyy. Did you sign any petition with regard to the Coal and Wine Duties?— 
No. 

2198. Do you know whether your address would be in the London Direc- 
tory ? — I do not. know. 

2199. How long have you lived where you are now? — Close handy three 
years. 

2200. Mr. Dalrymple. ] Is that road ever described as anything else ? — In the 
notice I had to attend here it was described as “ Arthur-street, Peckham.” 

2201. But that is not right, is it ? — Tt is not exactly right; hut Arthur-street 
runs out of the Old Kent-road, which runs into Peckham. 

The Witness , upon request, signed his name and address, and the same was 
compared with his alleged signature upon the petition. 

2202. You never do put your address, do you ? — No. 

2203. Will you just look at that {handing the petition to the Witness ) ; is that 
your signature? — No. 

2204. Did you sign this petition ? — No. 

2205. Did you authorise anybody to sign it for you? — No. 
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ALFRED HENRY HUNNEX, called in ; sworn, and Examined. 

220(5. Chairman .] What are you ? — A basket-maker. 

220". Where do you live ? — No. 266, Commercial-road, Peckham. 

2208. Did you sign any petition upon this question ? — Yes. 

2209. For or against the Coal and Wine Duties ? — It was for the continuation 
of the Coal and Wine Duties. 

2210. Will you just write down your name and address? — ( The Witness 
did so-) 

2211. Mr .Lowther.] Do you know under what conditions you signed it ; where 
was the petition given to you?— In a public-house, a beer shop. 

2212. Chairman.'] You happened to be, I suppose, at this public-house 
casually, and the man came across you ?— Yes ; I happened to go in with 
a friend of mine to have a glass of ale, and a man was in there with the petition ; 
he asked me if I would sign it, and 1 said I would. 

2213. Will you look at the petition ( exhibiting the petition to the Witness) ; is 
that your signature ? — That is my signature. 

2214. Do you know the signature above it, or near it? — There is one youug 
man, of the name of Hallett, signed it just above me or below me, or, at all 
events, at the same time as I did. I do not know his other name. 

2 21 5. Where does he live ? — He lives in the Burdett-road, Peckham. 

The Committee-room was cleared. 



Mr. CARLTON ROBERTS, re- called. 



2216. Chairman.] We understand that you have something to say to the 
Committee ; we are prepared to hear your statement, but first let me tell you 
that we think this inquiry has now taken a very serious turn. There is now, no 
doubt, evidence of a complete sytern of forgery and of fictitious signatuies ; and 
without saying more, we think we may fairly hold you responsible to a certain 
extent. Therefore, if you have anything to say, you may say it, but we do not 
ask you to do so, because no man is bound to criminate himself . It is not that 
I am afraid of doing that ; I have nothing to conceal. As I have said before, 

I feel very deeply indeed the position in which I am placed; I can only repeat 
that I have, personally, not had knowledge of any one single man who has been 
engaged in the matter. I have trusted entirely to others, and in doing so I 
have placed myself in the unfortunate position that I have. I have stated 
before, and I reiterate now, in the most positive manner, that if 1 had Had the 
slightest knowledge that any tiling in anyway whatever of a fraudulent character 
was being carried on, I should never have been a party to it; and if it had been 
necessary, as far as character is concerned, I could bring overwhelming evidence 

to prove that. „ -in 

2217. But people may be responsible for carelessness, you know. les, 
quite so. I quite understand that ; and if you were to ask me if I am respon- 
sible carelessly, I should admit it, but if you were to ask me if I am responsible 
fraudulently, 1 should deny it indignantly, and should ask tne Committee to 



take that view. . . . , . 

221 8. We do not ask you for any admission on your part, but it is my duty 
to give you this friendly caution?— I am much obliged to the Committee. 
Then with regard to Sharland, your summoning officer said tome just now out- 
side, “Do you know where Sharland is?” Now Ido not know where bhar- 
land is, although I think it quite probable I might be able to find him veiy 
shortly, and I freely volunteer to give the Committee what information I have 
upon the matter. , . r lr 

221Q. Do you think you could find him by Friday or Monday '’—For myself 
I could not say where he lives. He was employed by Hallett ; and 1 think that 
by letting Hallett know that Sharland was wanted, in fact lam sure, Hallett 
0.73. a 3 woulti 
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would do his very best to have Sharland here, and I should of course urge it uno 
him to do so ; but even then I could not pledge myself to it, I am only anxious t" 
do everything I can to facilitate the requirements of the Committee. If I send th° 
address to this House, may I ask if you will issue an order for Sharland to 
appear, because how am I to get him here ? If I inform Mr. Simeon where he 
can he found, would that be sufficient ; because I am afraid that my simply 
sending for him would not get him here. ^ ^ 

Chairman.'] We will take such steps as may be necessary to call upon 
him to appear. ' F 

2220. Mr. Mulholland . J You have handed in a list of the canvassers engaged 
to the Committee, and in that list you have Sharland’s address as 21, Villiers 
street, Walworth; is that his right address?— Yes, I believe so; that is the 
address furnished to me. 

2221. I do not know whether tile Committee ordered him to be summoned 
from there or from No. 4, Renfrew-road ?— That probably is the better address 
for all I know he is living there now. 
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MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Donald Crawford. 
Sir Charles Forster. 
Mr. William Lowther. 
Yiscount Lymington. 



Mr. Mulholland. 

Mr. Henry Tollemache, 
Colonel Bridgeman. 



Sih CHARLES FORSTER, in the Chair. 



Mr. STEPHEN L. SIMEON, re-called ; and further Examined. 

2-222. Chairman.'] Have you had any further replies to the 29 circulars you 
sent out, of which, upon the last occasion, you accounted for a few ?— Four 
letters have been returned through the Dead Letter Office as “ Not known, 

" Empty houses,” and so on ; six people acknowledge having signed ; four deny 
having signed ; and there are still five letters not answered. Those, with those 
I produced upon the previous occasion, account for the 29 circulars that I 
sent out. 



Mr. ABD1EL GEORGE SHARLAND, sworn ; and Examined. 

2223. Chairman.] Where do you reside? — 21, Amelia-street, Walworth. 

2224. What are you ? — A commercial traveller. 

2021;. Were yon employed in the matter of these petitions i— 1 was. 

2226. Upon what petitions were you employed ?— I have had several petitions 

for the House. . . „ T 

2227. You were employed upon those petitions r — I was. 

2228. It is right that I should caution you that you are not obliged to say 
anything that Sill criminate yourself; and anything you do say will be taken 
down? — I am quite aware of that. 

2220 Will you name some of the petitions upon which you were employed, 
wtth regard to the question of the coal and wine dues?-P.mkco-bu,lckngs, 

SU 2230. Had you anything to do with the Haggerston petition r— No. 

2231 . What other petition had you to do with ?— Westminster, and various 
others 1 should say towards Chelsea : I cannot exactly remember. 

2232 Were they in the Chelsea district?- Yes, they were partly there. 

22 qq By whom were you employed ? — By Mr. Hallett. , _ T 

2234. At what remuneration?- Four shillings and sixpence per hundred , I 
may say that I received a little for expenses, nominally, not much. 

2235. Were you paid anything per week ?— Nothing. 

2237.' Have°you Terer MraTim ?-Not to my knowledge ; I know no one of 

that name. oommU nication with him f-No, none whatever. 

Ilf, wm you tell the Committee your mode of getting signatures ; did you 
dy * , * 1 -i-i-t-tt 1 Mine were chiefly Peabody blocks. 

S °!Tm h Now Iamgoing to ask you another question, and you need not answer 
the question unless you hke ; did you put down any name without the authority 

o.73- Q 4 
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of the parties ?— Only where they could not write; they put down their own 
crosses to their names, and I attested them afterwards. 

2241. Mr. Lowther .] You attested the signatures with your own name?— 
Yes ; and my sheets will prove that. 

2242. Chairman .] Were the signatures attested afterwards? — At the time 
when they put their cross. 

2243. You say you had a certain sum for expenses? — It was only towards 
postage and telegrams ; it was nothing. 

2244. Mr. Lowther'.] Your address has been given as Renfrew-road, Ken- 

nington ?— That is my brother’s ; there is some mistake in that. 

2245. And you now live where ?— 21, Amelia-street, Walworth. 

2246. Have you been in the employment of Mr. Scudamore? — No. 

2247. Is that your brother? — My brother was formerly his clerk some years 
ago ; that is how the mistake arises ; they have mistaken my brother for me. 

2248. Has your brother also been employed in getting up petitions? He 

has done about 100 or 200. 



2249. Mr. Tollemache.) Do you mean petitions or signatures ?— Getting 
signatures. ° 



2250. Mr. Lowther.'] What was your own mode of getting signatures ?— I 
went from house to house, and canvassed for the continuance of the coal and 
wine dues. 

2251. And you took the sheets with you ?— Decidedly. 

2252. And you were employed by Mr. Hallett?— Yes. 

2253. Did Mr. Hallett give you any instructions as to how the signatures 
were to be procured . ——Yes he told me to get every one genuine. 

2254. Did you mention at ail the subject of closing public-houses when you 
went to get signatures r —No, I have not had any petition of that kind for the 
last five or six years. I had one five years ago, but not this year. 

2255. By whom were you employed then?— By the Licensed Victuallers’ 
Protection Society. Mr. Ernest Norfolk, the Secretary, employed me. 

2256. And you saw the people always write the mimes themselves ?— Some ; 
o course, 1 could not step into their private rooms, and go inside and see them 
put down their names, because they would not allow me to do such a thing, so I 
cannot say that I saw every person sign. 

2257. Did you ever ask any person to sign in the street ?— No 

2253. A man going inside a house, would you stop him and ask him to sign? 
— f es ; it he lived there and 1 saw him going in at tile door. I should ask him 
if he would sign the petition, and if he was willing, I presume that I should 



2259. You know Mr. Roberts, do you not 1 — I have seen Mr. Roberts two or 
three years ago upon a Hackney petition, hut not since. 

22 k 0 ’ You were not employed by him to get signatures, were you 
* Muni 115 g0t lhe , sl S natures > "hat did you do with them r— I 
to Mr. Hallett, or sent them on by the parcels post, or iu some other way. 

1. are a commercial traveller ? — I represent Messrs. Beil and Co.. 
83, Kmghtrider-slreet, City. 



—No. 
gave them 



2263. Mr. Tollemache.] Is your brother’s name John I— Yes. 

2264. And he lives at No. 4, Renfrew-road, does he?— No; he lives at my 
of M « thatlsa T lstake j someone has given that address because he is a friend 
ot Mr Scudamore s, who is in the legal profession. 

22P5. Is your brother here ?— NoT 



2266. Chairman.] Is Mr. Roberts 
him. 



here ? — I do not know. 



I have not seen 



The Committee Room was cleared. 
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Mr. JOHN WALTER HALLETT, re-called; and further Examined. 



2267. Chairman .] There seems some confusion as to these two brothers ; 
which is the one responsible to you? — This is the one, the one who came in here 
just now. 

2268. He was responsible to you ? — Yes, he was responsible to me; he was 
virtually the man whom I employed, and if his brother, as he says, got 100 or 
200 signatures, he (the last witness) returned them to me as signatures which 
had himself obtained. 

2269. This is the man you paid? — Yes, this is the man. When the Com- 
mittee said they wanted him, and he could not be traced, I found him out ; I 
went over on Friday and wrote to Mr. Simeon, so that he should be produced. 



2270. Mr. Tolltmache.'] Could you tell the Committee what you paid this 
man ? — I could not at all. 

2271. You could not tell whether' he sent in any number ? — No. 

2272. You could not say whether he sent in 750 or 1,500 ? — Not committing 
myself to numbers, I should think he brought in 14,000 pretty well; 1 should 
think so, not committing myself to any number, but to give a broad margin, I 
should think between 11,000 and 14,000. By the data which I have at home 
I should think it would be between 11,000 and 14,000- 

2273. Viscount LymingtonJ] The number would certainly not be below 
11,000, at all events? — 1 should think not, but it is quite impossible for me to 
tax my memory at all closely. 

2274. Mr. Tollemache.'] Did you take a receipt from your canvassers? — Some- 
times I would take a receipt. Sometimes one would bring in a 100 or 200 
signatures , these men would all be in a very impecunious state, and 
having glanced at the signatures cursorily to see that the numbers were correct, 
then I would give them their money. You do not very often take a receipt for a 
small payment of 10 s. or anything of that sort. I may say I think this main 
seemed to court inquiry in the matter; when I found him he seemed perfectly 
willing to come up ; he seemed quite bonhf.de in the matter. 

2275. Chairman .] You paid him, I think, 4 s. 6 d. per 100 r Yes, I did ; that 
is what I paid him, and sometimes I would pay him a shilling or so for his 



2276. For postage and that sort of thing?— Yes ; because sometimes he had 
sent me up 1,000. This is the man that I referred to when I mentioned that I 
had a man in Walworth who would go to the model lodging-houses ; that was 
his modus operandi. 

2277. What was his modus operandi ? — I think in my evidence I said that he 
would go to a model lodging-house, and would go to the man in charge and 
say, “ I will give you a glass of beer if you will go round and get these men to 
sign.” 

2278. Mr. Lowther.'] I think you said you had written to him, and that the 
letter was returned to you ‘ not known’ ?— I think that referred to the man 

2279. Will you look at Question No. 5/4 r — “ Mr. Aimes, .1/0, Union-street, 
Borough, but I find this man has since gone away ; I have written him and the 
letter was returned ‘ Not known.’ Mr. Sharland, 21, Amelia-street, W alvyorth. 
That applies to a Mr. Aimes, 170, Union-street. This man originally had 

another address. _ . , . 

2280. Do you know this man’s initials? — I know so far, from having em- 
ployed him, that his name is A. G. ... „ 

2*281. Do you know what the other one’s name is?— I could not ten you; 
when I say 1 could not tell you, 1 was standing there, and I heard him say his 
brother’s name was “ J.; ” that is all I know ; from my own knowledge I know 
nothing of the man’s name. t 

0.73. R 
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2282. Do you know this man’s signature, “ Abdiel, G.” ? — Yes, thorouohlv 
I may tell you how I know it : I took the precaution when he sent mein a 
number of signatures to take a receipt, which he signed “A. G. Shaiiand,” and 
1 recollect looking through his sheets, as I always did when I knew a man’s 
signature, to see if I could see anything at all corresponding to it. 

2283. Did you see the sheets when they came up ? — Yes. 

2284. Do you recollect seeing his name to any crosses that had been signed? 
— 1 recollect seeing his name attached to some of the sheets which have not been 
sent in to the House ; some sheets that he passed through my hands witnessed 
but who they were witnessed by I could not tell you. 

2285. Not witnessed by him ? — No. 

2286. Would you have remarked it if they had been witnessed by him ? — I do 
not know that I should. 

2287. Would it have been legal?— I do not know that it would not have 
been. I did not know until something was mentioned that it was legal for a man 
to have his name witnessed by the man who took his signature, until I found 
out afterwards that it was so. 

2288. Mr. Tollemache.'] Would it be possible for you to furnish the receipts 
you got from this man, and any information as to the number of signatures you 
paid him for ?— I am afraid I could not oblige the Committee by giving them 
the receipt he gave me. By-the-bye, I believe I have the man’s signature with 
me [handing in a note signed by A. G. Skarland). There was one heading that 
was sent in signed by one of the foremen of Messrs. Doulton and Sons’ pottery 
works ; a foreman or an employ’d in rather higher position there. What im- 
pressed it upon my mind was that he said it took him a little longer time to obtain 
that signature than others, so 1 think I gave him a sixpence or something of that 
sort. 

2289. Did you pay the brother for many signatures ?— I have not paid the 
brother, John Shari and, for any signatures. If the brother obtained any he was 
paid by the witness who has just been before you, who never told me that his 
brother obtained any signatures. 

2290. Mr. Donald Craivford.] What aid you know about this man before? — 
Nothing whatever ; it was the first time I ever saw him. 

w 22 9 1 - How did you come to employ him at the time? — He came from the 
West Southwark Conservative Club, and said he heard I was in want of some- 
body to go round and get signatures, and that he was thoroughly well recom- 
mended by the secretary of the club, Mr. Gillman, a man of whom I had known 
something, having met him at a meeting ; and I said, “ Who else do you 
know ? and he said. “ Mr. Ernest Norfolk and he told me the kind of 
business he had been engaged in for Mr. Norfolk. 

_ _ 2 “ D 2 - Did vou get any written recommendation? — No, I did not, but I saw 
, Lman the day before, and ihe man brought his ticket of membership 
ol the club ; because they have tickets of membership in these small clubs, and 
I thought that the mention of Mr. Gillman’s and Mr. Norfolk’s names was 
sufficient to enable me to employ the man. 

The public were again admitted. 



Mr. ABDIEL GEORGE SHARLAND, called in ; and further Examined. 

22 -u^’n ^* scoun | ; Lymington.~\ I understand you have been employed by 
Mr. Hallett to collect some signatures? — Yes, that is right. 

22q 4- Have you collected many ?— I could not say as to the amount. 

2295* Why cannot you tell the number ? — Because I had two petitions 
esi es this one ; that is to say, two other petitions besides this to the House 
01 Commons. 

2296. But how were you paidr — The same as I have been paid upon this. 

• 22 97- Chairman .] Were they petitions upon another subject ? — Yes. 

2298. Viscount 
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Mr. Sharland. 



2298. Viscount Lymington.'] And did Mr. Hallett pay you, or was it done as 
a piece of gratuitous work upon your part? — I was paid 4s. 6 d. a hundred for 
doing it. 

2299. Then you must have some idea of the number of signatures you 
obtained if you were paid 4 s. 6 d. a hundred ; what did you receive from Mr. 
Hallett ? — I have not kept any accouut. 

2300. When were you paid by Mr. Hallett? — Sometimes I was paid in the 
middle of the week, and sometimes I was paid on th e Saturday. 

2301. But how long ago? — The last work I did for Mr. Hallett was just 
before Easter, or just after Easter. 

2302. Were you paid by Mr. Hallett before Easter, or after Easter? — Before 
Easter. 

2303. You must surely remember approximately what money you received ; 
it is ridiculous to let the Committee suppose that you cannot remember what 
money you received from Mr. Hallett? — It is impossible to say; I cannot 
remember. 

2304. You may not choose to say ? — No, 1 would be willing to say if I could, 
but I do not remember ; I have not come here to tell stories, I have come here 
to tell the truth. 

2305. How many petitions did you get up for the continuance of the coal 
and wine duties ? — Bo you mean headings, by that ? In what districts ? 

2306. I want to know ho w many petitions you collected? — Sometimes I have 
taken as many as, I daresay, 1 30 or 140 signatures a day ; it is according to 
what time I have given to it. 

2307. Then what was your principle of collecting the signatures? — It was a 
house-to house canvass. 

2308. Did you collect 130 or 140 on one sheet of paper? — No; there were 
about 30 names upon each sheet attached ; it was brief paper. 

2309. After you had collected ' those 30 or 40 names upon apiece of paper, 
did you seud in the names just as they were upon a sheet of paper to Mr. 
Hallett ? — I sent them in the same as I received them. 

23] o. And about how many sheets of this sort would you collect in a day ? — 

I cannot recollect ; sometimes I may have done 140 signatures, or perhaps on 
another occasion I may have done more. I have other business that I do ; I 
have another firm that 1 represent in the City, and 1 have to look to them to get 
my living during the year, and not to petitions. 

2311. You'say you are employed by a firm besides 1- — Yes. 

2312. You do this work in addition to your ordinary employment out of 
hours ? — I do it, at the same time sometimes ; I took them in both together ; I 
combined them both together. 

2313. What is your regular business? -It is amongst the grocers and 
oilmen. 

2314. You are a traveller, then, for a firm ? — Yes. . 

2315. Did you collect many signatures in the evening between eight and 
11, or during the daytime ? — Some times I would work till 10 o’clock at night, 
and sometimes I would leave off at six in the evening ; it would depend upon 
what sort of journey I was on ; sometimes, if I went to blocks, which I worked 
mostly, I would find more men at home in the evening, and I would obtain more 
work by going in the evening ; there is an instance at Westminster m some 
blocks I have worked there. 

231b. D : d yon collect those signatures there?— Yes. 

2317. Whom did you collect there from? — From the tenants of the Peabody 

Buildings themselves. . v ., 

2318. " Do you know any of the people personally residing there.-— Yes ; the 

superintendent signed one; he gave me permission. . . 

231a. What is his name?—! do not know his name ; he gave me permission 
to go over the buildings afterwards ; he was the first to bead the petition and 
I think 1 obtained about 200 or 300 , as far as I remember, m that block ot 



buildings alone. 

2320. You say the superintendent 
himself? — He gave me permission. 
0 - 73 * 



of Peabody’s Buildings signed the petition 
R 2 2321. But 
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2321. But did lie sign it himself, or give you permission to collect signature, 

only ? — He signed it himself. ° 

2322. Did you collect any signatures in any public-houses 1 — Yes, I may have 
got one or two there. I cannot remember ; I may have got the landlord to sign 
I cannot remember. I have been to so many places. 

2323. But did you go to any public-house at all ; you remember so distinctly 
having gone to the Peabody Buildings; surely your memory would also serve you 
to remember whether you went to any public-house; did you go to any public- 
houses? — Not upon that petition, I think. 

2324. Chairman.'] What do you mean by “that petition ”?— Not upon that 
particular petition. 

2325. Will you explain what you mean by that? -Upon that petition I do not 
think there was anyone signature got in a public-house. 

2326. Viscount Lymington.] I want to ask you, not uponthatpartieularpetition 
but whether you collected any signatures in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine duties in public-houses ? — 1 think not. 

2327. Be careful what you say ; you did not collect any signature in any 
public-house in favour of the coal and wine dues ? — Not myself; 1 did not • I 
do not think I did. 

2328. From what district did you get most signatures ? — I think Westminster, 
and the Division that Lord Algernon Percy represented, St. George’s, Hanover- 
square. 

2329. Chairman .] That is the district now represented by Mr. Gosclien ?— 
Yes, I expect it is. 



2 33°* Viscount Lymington.] Then what other model dwelling-houses did 
you canvass besides the Peabody Buildings close here in Westminster? — The 
Albert, nearly opposite the Army and Navy Stores in Victoria-street, West- 
minster. 

2331. Did you go anywhere across the river, to Shaftesbury Park, and canvass 
any of those houses in that district ?— Yes; but I do not think I did on this 
petition; I have canvassed there, but not upon this petition. 

2332. Upon what petition did you canvass? — I canvassed on the Pure Beer 
Bill. 

2 33 3* You canvassed Shaftesbury Park: — Wandsworth- road. Lavender- hill, 
I presume you mean. 

2 334- The Shaftesbury Park Estate ; it is an estate just off Battersea Park r — 
Lavender-hill, Wandsworth ; but not upon this petition; I do not think there 
were any names got there for this petition. 

2 335- You collected most of the signatures for that petition from Lambeth 
and Westminster ?— Yes, I expect I did, nearly all. 1 can tell my own writing 
because there has been someone else at work besides me. 

2 33h- How could you tell; could you identify your sheets upon the petition, 
if they were shown to you. ? — Yes, I could identify my own. 

2337. Ihose which you collected yourself ? — Yes, certainly. (The petition 
from Lambeth and Westminster is exhibited to the Witness.) 

2338. Mr. Tollemache.] Did you employ your brother, by the way? — 
Yes, he was employed by me. Those (pointing to a row of “ dittoes ”) are not 
mine. 

2 339- Those would probably be supplied by your brother ? — That (pointing to 
a sheet) is one of mine. ' 



2340. Viscount Lymington.] You did not employ anybody else to collect 
signatures with you? — Yes, I did. 

2341. You did? — Yes. 

2342. You were paid so much a hundred? — Yes. 

2 343* -And you employed somebody else to help you? — Yes. 

2344. What did you give them? — I gave them 3 s. a hundred. 

2345. Who were the people whom you employed? — I employed about five or 
six men. 



2346. Chairman .] 
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[ Continued. 



2346. Chairman .] 1 think you said you employed your brother . — Yes, but 
my brother only had about 200 signatures. 

2347. But he was employed by you, and you paid him ? — Yes. 

234S. Mr. Lowther.'] You employed five or six, you say ? — Yes, their names 
are on the sheets. 

Viscount Lymington.'] Can you remember the names ?— Yes. 

Will you give them to the Committee ?— There was a man named 

Clark. 

Where does he live, and what is his description';— I have not their 
addresses with me, but I can produce that information within about 48 hours. 

I cannot do it before, because I shall have a bother to find them. 

2332. What is his description 1 — He is a clerk. 

3 In whose office ?— He is out of employment. 

2354. And who is the next one; you say there are five or six ?-• My 

bT °2353- Js he in employment now?— He. is a solicitor’s clerk out of employ- 

ment. , , r 

9 q < 6- Who else?— A man named Lewis. 

What is he ?— He has been a stockbroker s clerk, I believe. 

2358'. He is out of employment, is he not ?— Yes, at the present time. 

2359. Who else?— A man named Dixon. 

2360. Chairman^ Do you know his Christian name r— Horace Dixon, I 
think. 

0361 Viscount Lymington .] Do you know his address?— I know it is some- 
where at Peckham ; I have their addresses. I can soon produce the men them- 

•WmKSSfii '■> '■ “• •< 

Attic'S, ~b„ » — . 

again : another Lewis ; there were two Lewises. 
have 3 done S in 1: IK 

%6 They used to coUect sheets, and send them to you ?-Yes, they used to 
you were collecting signatures, . years, and I know a 

been a commercial ma„o n ‘ “ ^adjow fa 18 ^ somehow 

other; of 'those ^people who are out of employment have held very good 

’’“ST mat were your instructions tothem’-To obtain signatures for 
the coal and wine dues, and .0 bring me iSlslid to them. 

2370! ^^not^sav* that ^I^lid^becauae 11 ! 

of your petitions from ratepayei • ’ whether they were not rate- 

£yet,te"^ no? of" each district .0 know wtafcer 

‘^“Wfawtoughtyou^ 

“/nfproptly. 1 ^watched myself to see that there was nothing done 
wrong. _ „ 2372. You 

0.73. 3 
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2372. You mean j’ou went with the man to whom you paid 3 s. ? — Some of 
the men of whom I have given you the names l have gone round, with, one 
one day, and one another day. 

2373. But were not you collecting at the same time ? — Yes ; but I could, see 
what was being done, because I. had been to the buildings with them ; there is 
one door here, and another door there, close by each other, so that you can 
hear what is said. 

•2374. Mr. Donald Crawford.'] You said that you were engaged upon two 
other petitions at the same time as this one ? — Yes. 

2375. What were those? — The Pure Beer Bill, and against Sir John Lubbock’s 
Bill for closing the shops. 

2376. Were you employed by Mr. Hallett for those petitions also ?— No ; 
Mr. Hallett had nothing whatever to do with them. 

2377. You gave that as the reason for not being able to tell the honourable 
Member next me how much you were paid ; but if you were not employed by 
the same person I do not see what that has got to do with it; what amount 
were you paid altogether ?— It might be 12 ?., or it might be 15 ?. ; it is between 
one and the other, but I cannot give the amount exactly, because I have not 
kept an account; it may be between 12?. and 15?.; I should not like to 
say it was more than 15 ?., and I should not like to say it was less than 
12 ?. 

2378. You say the names of the men you employed were on the sheets which 
they got ; do you mean they were written on the back to identify the sheets? 
— No; as witnesses where the person could not write; to attest the sig- 
nature. 

2379. Was that done in each case ? — Yes, as far 'as I know the sheets are 
there. 

2380. The Committee have seen a great many sheets in which no name of 
that kind occurs, but you say that in all these sheets there are instances of 
that kind? — There may be some sheets upon which there was not a person 
who could not write his own name ; and, of course, that would not want attest- 
ing ; they are supposed to be all in different handwritings. 

2381. 1 want to ask you if you had anything to do with collecting the signa- 
tures that I shall mention just now. Stop me when I mention a petition with 
which you had anything to do : Bromley- by-Bow, Dalston, and Stoke Newing- 
ton, London, City, East London, North Hackney, Lower Clapton, Haggerston, 
West Ham, Ilford, Greenwich, St. Pancras, Deptford, Southwark; did you 
collect any of those ? — I think there may be a few in Southwark, but Ido not 
think there are many. 

2382. Not in any of the other districts? — Not in anv of the other dis- 
tricts. 

2383* Camberwell, Brixton, Peckham, and Homerton ? — No. 

2384. Dulwich and Peckham, Notting Hill, Stepney and Limehouse : not in 
any of those? — No. 

2 385' Bloomsbury, Pentonville, Bethnal Green, Islington ; none of those? — 
No. 

2386. Mr. Mulholland.] You said you were collecting signatures to two 
other petitions at the same time ? — Yes. 

2387,. Did you get signatures to them at the same visit ; did you go to the 
house and get signatures to all of them at the same time ?— No. 

2388. How did you proceed? — I may have worked one of them myself, and 
there have been others got in the North of London. 

2389- You mean you did not get them in the same district r — That is quite 
right, and they would not appear with those at all. 

239°* And you employed some five or six men in getting signatures for 
the other petitions ? — Y as. 

239K Mr. Lowther.] W hen you got petitions against Sir John Lubbock’s 

Bill, 
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Bill who employed you ? — I was employed by a gentleman over the water 
of the name of Robinson. 

0002. What was he ? — A tradesman. 

2393 - Was he an e l ecti °n agent ?— No, he was nothing of that kind. 

2304. He was a tradesman ? — Yes. 

2305. In a large business 1 — Yes, a very large business. 

2396. In what line !— He is a pork butcher. 



0 - 73 - 



k 4 
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PAPERS handed in by the Chairman. 



LETTER from Mr. Bidmead to the Speaker of the House of Commons. 

294, Dalston-lane, Hackney, 

gj r 28 April 1887. 

Mr attention has been called to the inquiry now before the House of Commons in 
relation to the petition of ratepayers of Haggerston, and it is with great shame and sorrow 
that I feel it my duty to state that such petition was one entirely concocted by me, and in 
express opposition to the instructions of Mr. Hallett who employed me to collect signatures 
of ratepayers and others in the neighbourhood who were in favour of the continuance of the 
Duties. I was and am in great poverty, having been out of employment for many months, 
and without considering the grave offence I was committing was induced by my necessity 
to commit the ffaud upon the House of Commons and my employer. 

The only reparation I can offer is to make this true statement of the tacts. 

Trusting that my humble sincere apology may be accepted, I throw myself upon the 
mercy of yourself and the House of Commons. ^ ^ ^ 

The Eight Honourable The Speaker (signed) S. Sidmai. 

of the House of Commons. 



— 2 . — 

STATEMENT by Mr. Carlton Roberts, made 27th April 1887. 

In the Matter of a Petition from Ratepayers of Haggerston. 

Statement of Facts by Mr. Carlton Roberts, of 6 Town Hall Buildings, Mare-street, 
Hackney, in the County of Middlesex, Printer. 

Understanding that sigMtnr® w«e Tegmred f ™ HXt? of 

tny instructions. , - , , iurni+nv Tiollntf that he ensraced the services of 

EegMdBMmeU 

rSS^oftyo^pCS knowledge kow\he said Reginald Bidnread procured the 
having once spoken at a political meeting convened at my instance. 
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- 3. — 

STATEMENT by Mr. John Walter Hallett. 



In the Matter of a Petition from Ratepayers of Haggerston. 

Statement of Pacts by Mr. John Walter Hallett, of 3, Chatham-place, Hackney, 
Political Agent, aged 35. 

Have been for the past three years engaged as a political agent. 

I was employed by Mr. Carlton Roberts at a weekly salary of 3 l. Mr. Roberts 
instructed me to obtain signatures to petitions to Parliament in favour of the Coal and 
Wine Duties Continuance Bill. He especially instructed me to obtain only bond Jide 
signatures. 

I engaged Reginald Bidmead, whom I have known for 2 A years, on or about the 16th 
March 1887, to procure signatures to a petition. Bidmead had been strongly recom- 
mended me as a man of character and respectability. 

My instructions to Bidmead were to procure signatures from house to house. 

When the petition was brought back to me I went through the signatures with 
Bidmead, one by one, and asked whether they were genuine. 

He answered me that every signature was genuine. About a week since (viz., on or 
about the 19th April 1887) I was informed by Mr. Carlton Roberts there was a question 
as to the genuineness of the petition. Immediately I sought Bidmead and had an inter- 
view with him. This was on Wednesday the 20th day of April 1887. I told Bidmead 
I had heard there wa6 something wrong with the Haggerston petition which he had sent 
in, its genuineness being questioned. 

He said I could .rely that every signature that was on the Haggerston sheets was 
genuine, and had been collected by himself and a friend. He subsequently wrote me the 
letter of 20th April {produced). 

Letter, Bidmead to Hallett. * 

When I first saw Bidmead and engaged him on the 16th March, I agreed to pay him 
4 s. per hundred for the signatures. I am prepared to swear that this is the usual price 
for oDtaining genuine Iona fide signatures to such petitions. 

I was not satisfied with Bidmead’s explanation, and some further inquiries being made 
of me I went to the house of Mr. Clarke, of the “ Brownlow Arms,” and from information 
there received I came to the conclusion that his signature was fabricated. I further 
questioned him as to the genuineness of the remainder of the signatures, when he made a 
confession that a large number of the same had been fabricated. 



Evidence of Mr. Reginald Bidmead, 294, Dalston-lane, Hackney, of no Occupation, 
aged 23. 

Was engaged on 16tli March 1887 to obtain signatures to petitions in favour of the Coal 
and Wine Duties, by Mr. Hallett. He told me to get as many signatures as possible to 
the petitions. He said let them be bona fide. I agreed to undertake the work ; Mr. 
Hallett was to pay me 4 s. per hundred signatures. 

I know Mr. Frederick Clarke, whose name is at the head of the petition. It is not 
his signature ; I signed his name. I also signed about 200 other names in a disguised 
hand. I took the names from a Directory ; I wrote the names at home. I never obtained 
one single genuine signature. I returned the petition to Mr. Hallett. He questioned 
me as to the genuineness of the signatures, going through the petition sheet by sheet. 
I said they were genuine. 

On the 20th April (Wednesday) I again saw Mr. Hallett, who informed me that 
doubts had been raised as to the genuineness of the Haggerston petition. I again 
asserted to Mr. Hallett that the signatures were genuine, and on the same day I wrote 
to him the letter {produced) of the 20th April. 

I excuse myself for having been guilty of the above transaction on the ground that I 
was very pushed for money. Being out of employ and earning nothing, I was anxious 
to settle my lodgings bill. 

I did not give a moment’s reflection upon the enormity of the offence I was committing. 
I did not know the penal consequences. 

(signed) j Reginald Bidmead. 

27 April 1887. ' 
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In tins Index the Figures following the Names of the Witnesses, and those in the Analysis of 

Evidence of each Witness, refer to the Questions in the Evidence; the Figures following 
App. refer to the Pages in the Appendix; and the Numerals following Rep. to the Pages in 
the Report.] 



AGENTS AND SUB-AGENTS (Petitions in favour of the Con- 
tinuance of the Coal and Wine Doties): 

Employment of witness, who is a political agent, by Mr. Carlton Roberts, to obtain, 
signatures to petitions in favour of the continuance of the Coal and Wine Dues, Hallett 
454-456. 4 77 Remuneration of witness at the rate of three guineas a week, irrespec- 

tive of his payments to canvassers, ib. 508. 577“5^ 1, 608-615. 

Witness, who is a printer at Hackney, and acts as a political agent, was employed 
by Mr. Robert Wrasg to procure signatures to petitions in favour ot the continuance ot 

the coal and wine duties, llolerts 700-708 ; List of political agents employed by 

witness to obtain signatures through others : belief that be has never paid any one who 

actually collected a signature, ib. 709-713 Opinion that three small petitions, got up 

by sub-agents, named Bull, Remington, and Wilder, were not questioned, ib. 710. 764, 

765- 

Careful and explicit instructions given by witness to Mr. Hallett and other sub- 
agents, to the effect that the signatures must be bond Jide ; Roberts 724. 768. 815. 030. 

843-846 Employment by witness, exclusively, of all sub-agents engaged upon the 

petitions, the total sum paid by him amounting to about 376 1 ., ib. 735-737 Great 
variation in the amounts paid to different sub-agents, some having been much more active 
than others; stipulation in all cases that the signatures must be bond fide; ib. 766-770. 
835-846. 859. ... 

Employment of witness by Mr. Carlton Roberts to procure signatures to petitions in 
favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues ; bis remuneration was fixed at 
8 s. per 100 signatuies, and 3 Z. 3s. a week in addition, Carrell 1156-1 162— lotai ot 
104 Z. 19 s. cjd., received by witness from Mr. Roberts, in remuneration for his services, 
and for payment of the men employed by him, ib. 1210-1215. 

Employment of witness, who is a commercial traveller and collector, by Mr. Carlton 
Roberts, to obtain signatuies to petitions in favour of the coal and wine dues ; he was 
paid 3 1 . a week as salary, and 8 s. for every 100 signatures, Board 1224-1229. 1251, 

1252 Explicit instructions given to witness by Mr. Roberts as to all the signatuies 

being bond fide ; ib. 1256, 1257. 

Application made to witness (wlio is secretary to the Central Finsbury Conservative 
Association) to procure signatures to petitions in favour of the coal and wine dues; total 
' of 978 signatures obtained, four men having been employed who were well known to 

witness, De Horne 1282-1293 Total payment of 5 Z. received by witness; late of 

payment made by him to the men, ib. 1287-1289. 1298, 1299 Signature attached 

by witness to one petition, and one only ; he never put bis name to any crosses, 1 
1302-1306. 

Employment of witness (who is a photographer at Manor Park, Essex) by Mr. 
Roberts to obtain signatures to petitions ; he was to receive 5 l. for his services, and he 
paid canvassers at the rate of 5s. for every loo signatuies, Stewart 1315-13*6 
Supply of about 5,000 signatures by witness, some or which he obtained by can- 
vassing in person ; genuine character ot all the latter signatures, to. 13’9“’3 21 - ! 3 2 “ 
1329. 

See also Canvassers. City Authorities. Forged Signatures. Responsibility. 

Anti- Coal 
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Anti-Coal Tax Committee. Presentation, through the instrumentality of the Anti-Coal 
Tax Committee, of some 250 petitions, with about 25,000 signatures, about half 0 f 
which were obtained by voluntary and unpaid agency, Lloyd 995. 1015-1019. 1033-1037 

Circumstance of a detective officer having been employed, mainly as a check upon 

the petitions got up in favour of the dues, ib. 1013, 1014. 1053-1055. 

Explanation as to witness having been employed, for detective purposes by Mr. 
Lloyd, on behalf of the Anti-Coal Tax Association, with reference to the petitions in 
favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, Dent 1979. l 9 8 5~i994. 

Arnold , Stephen. Belief that a man named Stephen Arnold had something to do with 
getting up the petition from East London ; in this case one or two signatures inquired 
into by witness were not genuine, Dent 1967, 1968. 

Azeem Jail. Conclusion of the Committee that the case as regards Bidmead comes within 
the precedent of 1865, when certain persons were committed to Newgate for having gut 
up petitions in favour of Azeem Juli, Rep. iii. 



Baker, Joseph S. Opinion that all the signatures to the petition of Joseph S. Baker are 
genuine, Nether clift 1760. 

Bartlett , Charles William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness was employed to obtain 
signatures in the street from passers-by to a petition against the continuance of the coal 
and wine duties; he 'denies that he allowed young boys and girls to sign, though women 

were allowed to do so, 1995-2040 He was in charge of the petition throughout the 

day, and was stationed for two-and-a-half days opposite the Holborn Town Hall, 2004- 
Q007. 2019-2035 He was paid at the rate of 2 d. per dozen signatures, and pro- 
cured over 1,000 signatures altogether, 2014, 2015. 2041, 2042 Another man was 

employed outside the Royal Free Hospital in the Gray’s Inn-road upon another petition, 
2043 2046. 

Bethnal Green Petition. Similaiity between the handwriting of some of the signatures to 
the Bethnal Green petition against the continuance of the coal and wine duties ; result 
of some investigation that they were accepted as genuine, Lloyd 1056-1058. 

Total of 127 signatures to this petition (against the continuance of the coal and wine 

dues); doubt as to twelve of these, Netherclift 1760 Further petition from Bethnal 

Green containing thirty -six signatures, of which about six are doubtful, ib. 



Bidmead, Reginald. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Attendance of witness before the Com- 
mittee in order to make a voluntary statement in connection with a letter addressed by 
him to the Speaker respecting the Haggerston petition, in favour of the continuance of 
the coal and wine duties, 92, 93. 

Employment of witness by Mr. Hallett to obtain signatures to petitions in favour of 
the continuance of the dues, his remuneration being settled at 4 s. per 100 signatures; 
total of from 3 l. to 3 l. 10 s. received, 94-1 03. 176, 177' Identification of the Hagger- 

ston petition as having been forged by witness throughout, the names having been all 

filled in by him from a directory ; accidental smearing of the signatures, 104-120 

Examination as to witness’ antecedents, and as to the circumstances under which he 
was employed by Mr. Hallett, whom he had known for about two years ; injunction by 
Mr. Hallett that every signature must be bon&Jide, 1 12, 113. 124-129.178-195.208, 
209. 214, 215.227-230. 292-310. 



Statement to the effect that witness had nothing whatever to do with Mr. Carlton 
Roberts in respect of the forged petitions, but has recently had some conversation with 
him at Mr. Wragg’s office in the City, when witness said “he should make a clean 

breast of the matter,” 121-123.196-207 Total of from 1,600 to 1,700 signatures 

forged by witness, a suburban directory having supplied the names and addresses ; 
between 400 and 500 of these were comprised in the Haggerston petition, 130-140. 
282-291. 

Lapse of four or five days before witness returned to Mr. Hallett the forged sheets 
forming the Haggerston petition ; examination hereon as to his not canvassing for 
signatures, inasmuch as he thought he would make more money by filling them in, and 

he was in much distress at the time, 141—175. 213. 231 Employment of witness for 

three or four weeks on the whole number of signatures ; care taken in writing the signa- 
tures differently so as not to excite suspicion, 150, 151. 171-175. 232-237-— He. lias 
not received any further money from Mr. Hallett in connection with the petitions since 
the payment of from 3 /. to 3 1 . 10 s., 210-212. 

Explanation that Mr. Hallett fetched witness from his lodgings to go to Mr. Wraggo 
office, where he signed a statement about the petitions ; this was about ten days ago, 
216-222. 285, 286. 332-344. 405-421. 435-449 Examination as to the circurn- 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



BID 



BOW 



141 



Special Report, 1887— continued. 



Bidmead, Reginald. (Analysis of his Evidence)— continued. 

stances under which witness wrote the letter to the Speaker ; lie suggested it himself, 
and denies that it was drawn up for him hy Mr. Hallett or Mr. Wragg, 223 22b. 345- 

392 . 

Identification of most if not all the signatures to the Hackney and Homerton petition 

as bavin <y been filled in by witness, 235-239 He did not write tbe heading to any ot 

lhe petitions, and did not supply the first signature in every case, but was not assisted by 

anybody in forging the names, 238-245. 260-263. 267-284. 450-452 Total of 281 

signatures to the Hackney petition, all ot which were made by witness, 246, 247. 266 
J—Reference also to the Bow petition (presented by Captain Colomb), as having been 
all filled in by witness from a suburban directory, 248-259. 

Supply of the sheets to witness by Mr. Hallett, 260-263 All the names on the 

H a° crerston petition were signed by witness, 264, 265 Statement that the signature 

of William Lee on the Lower Clapton petition was not written by witness ; nor was it 

on the sheet when received from Mr. Hallett 267-284 Witness asked Lee to sign 

the petition, which he promised to do; he took away the petition and brought it back 

si pned 274-280 All the names on the Hackney and Dalston petition were signed 

by witness, 287-289- Three sheets of the Dalston, Hackney, and Kmgsland petitions 

were all signed by witness, 289-291. 

Examination a S to witness having told Mr. Hallett on the way to Mr Wragg’s office, 
that not only the Haggerston petition but all the others which passed through his hands 
iveic forged) circumstance of the foimer petition only having been mentioned in the 

letter to the Speaker, 363-417 Great concern on the part of Mr. Hallet when 

witness told him about the forged signatures; previous letter from witness to Mi. Hal- 
lett, assuring him the signatures were bona fide, 399 

Witness wrote Lhe signatures without a moment’s reflection; liis conscience subse- 
quently told him he had better make a clean breast of the matter, 42 1 -426-— Exami- 
nation of the petition sheets by Mr. Hallett on receiving them from witness, who assured 
him they were all bond fide, 442, 443- 

Bidmead, R. Employment of Bidmead by witness (who was himself employed by Mr. 
Carlton Huberts) to obtain signatures to petitions in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues, for which signatures Bidmead was to be paid at the rate of 4 s. per 
“0 ; Hallett 454469 - 477 - 68s, 6 8 3 . 606, 607—' Witness gave stringent instructions 
10 Bidmead that all the signatures must be bona fide ; ib. 400. 

Nature of the check applied by witness to the petition sheets when received from 
Bidmead before banding them over to Mr. Roberts, Hallett 477. • 
eontinuance of Bidmead’s employment as soon as suspicion attached to him, | 4 . 477 ' 
Circumstances under which witness was induced to give employment to Bidmead on 
the petitions; he had previously employed him on one or two occasions, zb. 488. 

‘Tettev'from R. Bidmead to the Speaker, dated 28th April 1887, admitting “with great 
shame and sorrow that the Haggerston petition was entirely concocted by him, 

^Conclusion of the Committee as to the completeness of the case against Bidmead; 
large number of signatures forged by him, Rep. nt. 

° . . r . , tint it is impossible for tbe House, with due respect to its 

notice; recommendation that i, be deal. 



Letter to the Speaker. 



with as a breach of the privileges of the House, Rep. m. 

See also Forged Signatures. Haggerston Petition. 

O , r .1 1 t „f his Evidence.)— Employment of witness, who is a com- 

Board, Charles. " ’ “ M Car /ton Roberts, to obtain signatures to petitions 

mercial traveller and : col ecto . by «' ca a week as salary, and 8 c. for every 

,n favour of the coal tod I ».nu dues , I e P * d. ^ ^ eI „ p|oyK , by witness ; they 

loosignatures, 1224-^2 9. 5 L 5 pT0Cure d signatures wherever they could, 

1 “™« h h “ ds - the t0,al 

signatures amounting to about 26,000, 1237 1239. them 

, „. m i nl itinn annliedbv witness to the petitions before be handed them 
Character of the exajnination applied Dy ^ ^ to / etec| . forged signatures, 1241- 

^ 2 ™ r, iS?!«8-“6a— Explicit instructions given to witness by Mr. Roberts as 

“vS” 1 ' r epayer s,bdi ‘ 

tores not having been stipulated for by witness, 1263-1268. 

Rom Petition. I8en f nation of a 

SSrSf"“w D ^.“ lo thu petition as those of members of his constituency, whilst 

176 - TS 
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Bow Petition — continued. 

there was nothing in the general character of the signatures to excite his suspicion, Colomb 

50-65 Belief that this petition was received by witness at the Cloak Room of the 

House; explanation hereon that he has frequently received petitions at the Cloak Room 
for presentation, respecting which he has had no communication whatever, ib 58 

66-75. ' 

Reference to the Bow petition (presented by Captain Colomb) as having been all filled 
in by witness from a suburban directory, Bidmead 248-259. 

Total of 127 signatures to the petition from Bow; doubt as to six of these, Nether - 
clift 1760. 

Brixton and Pechham Petition. Conclusion as to the forgery of signatures to the petition 

from Brixton and Peckham, Netherclift 1659 et seq. This petition (in favour of the 

continuance of the coal and wine dues) contains 1,525 signatures, nearly the whole of 
which witness believes to be false, ib. 1749. 

Bromley-by-Bow Petition. Conclusion as to the fraud committed in connection with the 
petition from Bromley-by-Bow, in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties 

Netherclift 1659 et se Q' There are 517 signatures, nearly all of which witness believes 

to be false, ib. 1749. 

Bromley St. Leonard Petition. This petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal and 
wine dues) contains 425 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be 
false, Netherclijt 1749. 

Bryant, Arthur Ramsey. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness denies having signed, or 
authorised any one to sign, his name to a petition in favour of the coal and wine dues 
2141-2156. 

Bryant, Edward. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Statement to the effect that witness was 
asked in a public-liouse to sign a petition for the continuance of the coal and wine duties, 
and that he. did so ; he identifies his signature on a petition submitted to him by the Com- 
mittee, 21 18-2140. 

Burnhope Colliery {Durham). Employment of the same hand in filling in the names of 
miners in the petition from Burnhope Colliery, there being no attempt to disguise, 
Netherclift 1656. 1693-1695. 1757-1 760- 



C. 

Cambei’well and Greenwich Petition. This petition (in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues) contains 1,406 signatures, more than half of which witness believes 
to be false, Netherclift 1748, 1749. 

Camberwell Petition. Question raised by witness as to the genuineness of some of the 
signatures to the Camberwell petition against the continuance of the coal and wine 
duties; assurance given by the collector that they were all right, Lloyd 1052. 1065- 
1067. 

Canvassers : 

1. Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill. 

2. Petitions against the Bill. 

I. Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill : 

Employment of witness by Mr. Hallett to canvass for signatures to petitions in favour of 
the continuance of the dues, his remuneration being settled at 4 s. per 100 signatures ; 

total of from 3 Z. to 3 l. 10 s. received, Bidmead 94-103. 176, 17 7 Examination as to 

witness antecedents, and as to the circumstances under which he was employed by Mr. 
Hallett, whom he hadjuiown for about two years; injunction by Mr. Hallett that every 
signature must be bond fide; ib. 112, 113. 124-129. 178-195. 208, 209. 214, 215. 227- 
230. 292-310- He has not earned any further money from Mr. Hallett in connection 
with the petitions since the payment of from 3 l. to 3 l. 10 s., ib. 210-212. 

List o( persons besides Bidwell employed by witness to collect signatures to petitions 

in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, Hallett 574-576 Total of 

about 52 l. paid by witness to canvassers; doubt as to the number of signatures repre- 
sented, ib. 602, 603. 615. 

Facility with which signatures maybe obtained; between Saturday and Wednesday 
400 signatures might easily be procured by one active canvasser, Hallett 610-612. 

627-629 
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Canvassers — continued. 

1. Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill — continued. 

62"-629- Payment of the canvassers at from 4 s. to 4 s, 6 d. per 100; at this rate of 

payment any amount of signatures can be obtained in London, Hallett 610-612. 

Advantages of the system of paying canvasseis a certain sum for 100 signatures 

instead of by the day, Roberts 859 Very large number of signatures obtainable in one 

day by taking the petition sheets through large drapery establishments, ib. 

Great pi essure under which the work of canvassing for signatures was undertaken; 
that is in view of the action already taken by the opponents of the coal and wine duties. 

Wrong g66, 967. 976 Expediency in future of the employment of a larger slatt in 

canvassing for petitions, and of greater vigilance generally, ib. 967. 

Pressure put by witness upon his agents as to setting in all the 1 a ti r petitions by a 
certain clay, the irregularities which occurred applying chiefly to these petitions, Roberts 

gg 0 . Satisfactory course pursued by the canvassers in so far as witness himselt was 

asked by one of them for his signature, ib. 993. 

Total of about 26,000 signatures obtained by witness, several men having been 
employed by him at varying rates per loo signatures procured; particulars 1 as ^to the 
class of men employed and the instructions given them, Carrell 1163-1178. 1 189- J 9 «- 

1210-1223 Much better rate of payment of some of the men than others, w. 11 Q 3 » 

1104. 1222, 1223. 

List of tile men employed by witness ; they came principally from South London but 
procured signatures wherever they could, witness having full confidence that they would 
not forge signatures, nor take any that were not genuine or were duplicated. Board 
1230 - 1 * 50 . 1270-1281. 

Employment of witness (who is a clerk and traveller at Brockley) by Mr. Board, of 
Brocldey? 10 collect signatures for a petition in favour of the continuance of the ooal and 
wine duties ; he was instructed that the signatures must be those of adults and must be 

hmm fide- Tavlor 1400- 14 ' 7 House-to-house canvass by witness foi signatures, 

thk/were ctecJi stp'arate sheets; he was paid a. the rate of «. ■ 
signatures, but collected less than 200, ib. 1414, * 4 ' 6-. 1418-142°. 1430 l 44 i 
Readiness of the great majority ol those called upon by witness to sign the petition , to 
the best of his knowledge and belief all tile signatures were genuine, tb. 1421-1437 
Yeryfew uhjected°to sign, not more than one person in every ten or fifteen, ,b. .4*6- 

Employment of from 115 to no canvassers ; great improbability of collusion between 
all these, Roberts 1810-1816. 

Payment of witness at the rate of 6 s. per too signatures, l him- 1898-1 900. 
fndw^eTuer^njuncti^n ,,3 f Mr. 

tolfg'n ifthe street, and did not represent that the petition related to the closing of 
public-houses, ib. 2250, 2251. 2254 2258. 

inability of witness to state how much he part to A. G a Sharif; the 

to give employment to Shetland, ib. ssgo-eege. 

' ece,ved by 

witness from Mr. Hallett, ib. 2377 ’ 

r . nv.nf hv the sub-a gents of canvassers to procure signatures, at varying rates of 
pa^meE^m loo^ignatmes,^ilcp. iii Remuneration of the canvassers on a scale of 
fri in 3 s. to 6 s. per too signatures, *&• 2. Petitions 

176 - 
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Canvassers — continued. 

2 . Petitions against the Bill : 

List of seven canvassers employed by the anti-coal tax committee; steps taken to 
ascertain their respectability, Lloyd 1020-1024. 1038-1040. 

Responsible men employed by witness for leaving the petition forms at various facto- 
ries and workshops all over London, and for obtaining signatures in the streets, more 
than 200 petitions having been issued, of which ninety-i wo, containing 11,505 signatures 

were eventually presented to the House, Wilson 1 103. 1 120, 1121. 1131 Practice as 

to the payment of men employed by witness to obtain signatures, and as to the checks 
upon abuse, ib. 1103. 1107. 1111-1113. 

Witness, who was employed on petitions against the coal and wine dues, was paid at 
the rate of id. per dozen signatures, and procured over 1,000 signatures al ton-ether 
Bartlett 2014, 2015. 2041 , 2042. 

See also Agents. Forged Signatures. King's Cross and St. Pancras Petition. 

Street Canvassing. 

Carrell, Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness by Mr. Carlton 
Roberts to procure signatures to petitions in favour of the continuance of the coal and 
wine dues; his remuneration was fixed at 8 s. per 100 signatures, and 3Z. 35. a week in 

addition, 1156-1 162 Total of about 26,000 signatures obtained by witness, several 

men having been employed by him at varying rates per 100 signatures procured ; parti- 
culars as to the class of men employed, and the instructions given them, 1 163-1178. 
1189-1198. 1210-1223. 

Return of the petition sheets to Mr. Roberts after witness had examined the signa- 
tures ; difficulty on his part as to his now identifying any of the petitions or sheets which 

passed through his hands, 1164. 1167-1170. 1 1 82—1 1 S8. 1195-1209 Instance of a 

petition with forged signatures having been brought to witoess by one of the men 

employed by him ; this he destroyed, and dismissed the man, 1168-1173 Denial 

by witness that he attached his own signature on more than one occasion, 1 1 79— 
1181. 

Reluctance of witness to admit or to believe that the petitions handed over by him to 
Mr. Roberts bore numerous false signatures ; readiness of the men employed by him to 

swear that the signatures procured by them are genuine, 1189-1221 Much better 

rate of payment of some of the men than uf others, 1 193, 1 194. 1222, 1223 Facility 

with which signatures were obtained in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine 

dues, 1190-1192 Total of 104/. 19 s. 9 d. received by witness from Mr. Roberts in 

remuneration for his services, and for payment of the men employed by him, 1210- 
1215. 

City Authorities. Witness (who. is a solicitor and political agent) was employed by the 
City authorities in connection with the petitions in favour of the continuance of the coal 
and wine duties ; instructions received by him from the City solicitor in the matter, Wragg 
860-872 Explanation that there was no arrangement with the City authorities as to 

. witness’ scale of remuneration ; he had acted professionally lor the Corporation on several 
previous occasions, ib. 874-879. 899-902. 936-942. 966. 976. 

Clapton Petition. Statement that the signature of William Lee on the Lower Clapton 
petition was not written by witness; nor was it on the sheet when received from Mr. 

Hallett , Bidmead 267-284 Lee promised to sign the petition, which he took away 

and brought back signed, ib. 274-280. 

Entire inaccuracy of Bidmead’s statement as to his having given a petition to witness 
to sign ; witness neither signed the petition in question, nor was he asked by Bidmead 
to do so, Lee 683-699. 

The Lower Clapton petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues) 
contains 169 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be false, Nether- 
cltft 1749. 

Clerhenwell Petition. The Clerkenwell petition (in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues) contains 328 signatures, nearly all of which witness believes to 
be false, Nether clift 1749. 

Non-genuine character of some of the signatures to the petition from Clerkenwell, 
Bent 1972, 1973. & / 

Coal and Wine Dues. See the Headings generally throughout the Index. 

Colornb , Captain John Charles Beady (a Member of the House). (Analysis of his Evidence.) 

1 resentation by witness of some petitions for and against the continuance of the coal 
and wmc duties, 48, 49 Identification of a petition from Bow as having been pre- 

sented by him on the 23 rd of March ; recognition of a few names to this petition as 
those or members of his constituency, whilst there was nothing in the general character 
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Colomb, Captain John Charles Ready, M.P. (Analysis of his Evidenc s')- continued. 

of the signatures to excite his suspicion, 60-6= Belief that this petition was received 

bv witness at the Cloak Room of the House; explanation hereon that lie has frequently 
received petitions at the Cloak Room for presentation, respecting which he has had no 
communication whatever, 58. 66-75. 

Coombs William Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who is Order Messenger 
to the House of Commons, submits particulars as .to his having called at the adoresses 
of nine persons purporting to have signed the King’s Cross petition, and as to five 0 
these persons not being known at the alleged addresses, 1370-1408 -Service of a 
summons on William Sadler, who promised ip attend the Committee, and jvho said he 

had signed the petition, 1372-1375 Summons served also upon Charles Martin, 

through his wife, who said Martin had signed a petition, 1376-1370. 

Instruction received by witness for the summoning of forty-one persons to attend 
before the Committee, with reference to their names being attached to certain petition 
sheets in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties, 2082— —Difficulty as to 
finding the addresses, the result being that witness discovered only four pei sons who 
admitted having signed, 2083-2090. 21572162. 



Dahton, Hackney, and King, Uni Petition. Threesheets of the Dalston, Hackney, and 
Kingsland petition were ail signed by witness, Btdmead 289-291. 

This petition, in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, contains 1,553 
signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be false, Netherclift 1749. 

Dahton and Stoke Newington Petition. Total of M 4 ° signatures jn th» ' (“ 
favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues), nearly the whole of which witness 
believes to be false, Netherclift 1 749. 

Dt Horne, William 1 demy. (Analysis of his Evidence) -Application made . tc 

who is secretary to the Central Finsbury Conseivative Association, in P™"” »*"**?“ 
to pelitions in favour of the coal and wine dues ; total of 978 aig^m-es 
men having been employed who were well known to witness 1282-1293 total 
Davnrent ol hi received by witness; rate of paymenr made by lum to the men, 

iajto-ia8o. 1 6 208, 1299 Collection or the signatures chiefly m Centra ' J ’ 

examination applied to the sheets by witness before handing them over to Mr. Kobe ts, 

1294-1297. 1 300, 1301 Signature attached by witness to one petition, and one only , 

lie never put his name to any crosses, 1302-1306. 

Dent Erne, l Alfred. (Analysis of bis Bvide„ce.)-Employment of witness (who is 
assistancTo Ml. Atlwood, private inquiry agent), to inquire mto the genuineness of the 
petitions in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, 1951 953 - 9 6 

in connection with petitions No. 43 and No. 4 > 3°6 ,192. 

Result of witness’ inquiries with regard to the Hagg .erston gf 

London ; in this case one or two signatures inquired ralo by witness were no. genuine, 
’Infomaflon respecting the petition from Lambeth 

lures were taken from each petition lor invest. gatron by witness, 19/4 ' 976 - 

Opinion that bel' 3 oyed in this 

Ztmr?; Mn Lloj d, ia’behalf of ?he Anti-Coal Ta* Association, 1979 - 1985-1 994 - 

be false, Netherclift 1749 - 

Dulwich and Peckham Petition. See Pechham and Dulwich. 

■ 75 - T + 
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E. 

East London Petition. Tins petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine 
dues), contains 1,093 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be false, 
Netherclift 1749- See also Arnold, Stephen. 

East St. Pancras Petition. Employment of witness to investigate the signatures to a 
petition from East St. Pancras, against the continuance of the coal and wine duties; 
total of seventy-three signatures, of which thirty-nine were inquired into by witness, 

Miles 1442-1455 Particulars respecting witness’ investigation and its result ; very 

doubtful character of eighteen out of thirty-nine signatures inquired into, ib. 1454- 

' 494 - 

Total of 117 signatures to this petition, thirty being doubtful, Netherclift 1760 

Further petition with seventy-three signatures, of which twenty are doubtful, ib. 

Further petition containing 168 signatures, of which thirty-five are doubtful, ib. 

Edmondson, James. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness by Mr. Middle- 
ton to collect signatures in the Gray’s Inn-road to a petition against the. coal and wine 
dues; he saw all the signatures attached, and believes the signatories resided in the 
locality, 1630-1649 Neither woman nor children were allowed to sign, 1641. 

Expenditure. Explanation that witness has not y^t been repaid a single pen-i v of his out- 
lay, having deferred sending in his account to Mr. Wragg, Roberts 713-718. 

Further statement as to witness not having been repaid his disbursements, whilst he 
has received no remuneration for his own services; difficulty on his part in stating the 
probable amount of his own remuneration, Roberts 777-783. 853. 

There was no agreement with Mr. Roberts as to his remuneration ; inability of witness 
to state how much Mr. Roberts expects, or should be paid, especially as so many sig- 
natures have been fcrged, Wragg 897. 903, 904. 943-949. 

Total of only 123 l. 14 s. paid in connection with the petitions against the continuance 
of the coal and wine dues, including 20 l. for the services of a detective officer , Lloyd 
1025-1027. 1041, 1042. 

Steps proposed by witness to the Anti-Coal Tax Committee, and subsequently carried 
out, for obtaining signatures to petitions against the- coal and wine duties ; sum of 30 1. 
placed at his disposal for this purpose, followed by a further sum of 10 7 ., Wilson 1103. 

1107. 1151-1153 Explanation that witness’ services in the matter of petitions have 

been entirely gratuitous ; he has expended about 52 7 . or 537., towards which he has 
received 40 7 ., ib. 1141. 1151-1153. 

See also Agents and Sub-Agents. Canvassers. City Authorities. 



F. 

Factories. Irregularity as regards signatures to petitions in the case of factory hands, 
when one man is asked by several others to sign fur them, Roberts 993. 

Ford, George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness signed a petition, whether for or 
against the continuance ot the coal and wine duties he cannot say, but denies having 
written the signature “ George Ford,” attached lo the Peckham and Dulwich petition, 
in favour of such continuance, 2059-2081. 

Forged Signatures : 

1 . Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Euties Continuance Bill 

2. Petitions against the Bill. 

1 . Petitions in favour of the Coal and (I ine Duties Continuance Bill : 

Explanation respecting ihe intentional smearing of the signatures to some of the peti- 
tions; similar handwriting traceable through nine petitions now produced by witness, 
Taylor 15-20 Suspicious character of twenty additional peiitions, as produced by wit- 
ness in favour of the duties ; belief that a very much larger number of signatures to each 
petition are not genuine, or are questionable, ib. 675, 676. 681 , 682. 

Statement to the effect that witness had nothing whatever to do with Mr. Carlton 
Roberts in respect^of the foiged petitions, but has recently had some conversation with 
him at Mr. Wragg’s office in the City, when witness said “he should make a clean breast 

of the matter,” Bidmead 1 21-123. 196-207 Total of from 1 ,600 to 1,700 signatures 

forged by witness, a suburban directory having supplied the names and addresses; 

between 
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Forged Signatures —continued. 

1. Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill — continued, 
between 400 and 500 of these were comprised in the Haggerston petition, Bidmead 130- 
140. 282-291. 

Lapse of four or five days before witness returned to Mr. Hallett the forged sheets 
forming the Haggerston petition ; examination hereon as to his not canvassing for signa- 
tures, inasmuch as he thought he would make more money by filling them in, and he 

was in much distress at the time, Bidmead 141-175. 213. 231 Employment of witness 

for three or four weeks on the whole number of signatures; care taken in writing the 
signatures differently so as not to excite suspicion, ib. 150, 151 . 171-175- 232-237. 

Explanation that Mr. Hallett fetched witness from his lodgings to go to Mr. Wragg’s 
office when he signed a statement about the petitions; this was about ten days ago, Bid- 
mead 216-222. 285. 288. 332-344. 405. 435-449 He did not write the heading to any 

of the petitions, and did not supply the first signatures in every case, but was not assisted 
by anybody in forging the names, ib. 238-245. 260-263. 267-284. 450-452. 

Examination as to witness having told Mr. Hallett, on the way to Mr. Wragg’s office, 
that not only the Haggerston* petition, but all the ethers which passed through his 
hands, were forged ; circumstance of the former petition only having been mentioned in 

the letter to the Speaker, Bidmead 363-407 Great concern on the part of Mr. Hallett 

when witness told him about the forged signatures; previous letter from witness to 
Mr. Hallett assuring him the signatures were bona fide, ib. 399-426. 

Witness wrote the signatures without a moment’s reflection; his conscience subse- 
quently told him he had better make a clean breast of the matter, Bidmead 42 1-426. 

Belief that many of tbe sheets picked out by Bidmead as having been forged by Him 
were not forged at all, and that his foraeries were distributed over a much larger number 
of petitions than was stated by him, Roberts 859. 

Instance of a petition with forged signatures haying been brought to witness by one of 
tbe men employed by him ; this he destroyed and dismissed the man, Carrell 1 1 68— 
1173 Denial by witness that he attached his own signature on more than one occa- 
sion, ib. 1179-1181 Reluctance of witness to admit or to believe that the petitions 

handed over by him to Mr. Roberts have numerous false signatures ; readiness of the 
men employed by him to swear that the signatures procured by them are genuine, ib. 
1189-1221." 

Character of the examination applied by witness to the petitions before he handed them 
over to Mr. Roberts ; extent to which he was able to detect forged signatures, Board 
1241-1246. 1253-1255. 1258-1262. 

Instances of forged signatures, notably those of Mr. Gladstone and Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
as well as of filthy matter on some of the sheets supplied to witness by his sub-agents, 
Stewart 1330-1334. 

Gross fraud in the case of six petitions (examined by witness) in favour of the con- 
tinuance of the duties ; particulars hereon as to the very extensive fabrication of signa- 
tures in batches, Netherclift 1659-1666. 1688-1692. 1696-1711. 171&-1725- — Several 

thousand forged signatures in the six petitions m question, ib. 1664-1666 three 

different hands used in forging signatures to the petitions, ib. 1688-1692. 1710 -hour 

times as many forged signatures in the petitions in favour of the duties as in the petitions 
against them, ib. 1720, 1721. 

Result of further und careful investigation that witness has come to the conclusion that 
nearly all the signatures to the petitions in favour of the coal und wine Hues are forgeries; 

details to this effect, Netherclift 1743 et seq. Employment of three or four hands in 

nearly all the petitions in favour of the continuance of the dues, tb. 1747, 1748. 1751- 

1755 . > 775 -i? 8 2 - . 

Summary of the petitions examined by witness, thirty-three in number, in favour of 
the dues, showing the number of signatures in each case, nearly all of which he believes 

to be false, Netherclift 1748-1756. 1761 Palpable fraud m connection with the 

petitions in favour of the dues, whole batches of signatures being made by the same hand, 
ib. 1763-1768. 1775 - 17 82 - , .... . , 

Comment upon Mr. Nethercliffe’s assumption that the pet. lions have been concocted 
by about three persons, and the signatures filled m^by them; statement purpoitiug to 
show that this was utterly impracticable, Roberts 1010-1815 Belief that, exceptiu 
tbe signatures forged by Bidmead, the first signatures to all the petitions can be verified, 
ib. 1814. . 

Instances of forged signatures to several petitions investigated by witness, Dent 1957 

ef J eq. -HapbSard lay in which signatures were taken from each petition for mves- 

ligation by witness, ib. 1974 -1 976 - 

Inquiry made by wimess (as directed by the Committee) in the case of twenty-nine 
petitions m favour of the continuance of tire coal and wine duties, whether each indivi- 
dual whose name was appended to the prayer-sheet of each petition had really 

175. U 
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Forged Signatures — continued. 

1. Petitions in favour of the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill continued 

Simeon 2050-2054 Receipt of fourteen answers to this inquiry, eleven of which are 

in the affirmative, whilst three persons deny having signed; particulars to this effect ib 

2051,2052.2057, 2058 Obstacles to the ascertainment by witness whether any one 

person had signed more than one petition; insufficient time, moreover, for any more 

exhaustive inquiry, ib. 2054-2056 Return of four of witness’ letters of inquiry through 

the Dead Letter Office, whilst six more persons admit having signed, and four deny 
having done so, ib. 2222. y 

Instructions received by witness for the summoning of forty-one persons to attend 
. before the Committee, with reference to their names being attached to certain petition 
sheets in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties, Coombs 2082 Diffi- 

culty as to finding the addresses, the result being that witness discovered only four 
persons who admitted having signed, ib. 2083-2090. 2157-2162. 

Statement to the effect that the alleged signature of witness to a petition in favour of 
the continuance of the coal and wine duties is a forgery, Odell 2091-2104; Massey 

2105-2117 Witness denies having signed, or authorised any one to sign, his name to 

a petition in favour of the coal and wine dues, Bryant 2141-2156 ; Hill 2163-2171. 

Special Report of the Committee, dated 2nd May, to the effect that other petitions 
besides that from Haggerston have since been presented, the signatures to which 
appear to be fictitious or forged, and that previous to the presentation of the Haggerston 
petitions there were other petitions relating to the same subject which excited suspicion 
Rep. ii. 

Conclusion of the Committee (with regard to the petitions for the Coal and Wine 
Duties Continuance Bill) that there is evidence of extensive fraud, and that twenty-nine 
of them, specially selected for examinafion, were proved to be wholly or in great part 
forgeries. Rep. iii. 

2. Petitions against the Bill : 

Examination by an expert of some of the petitions adverse to the continuance of the 
coal and wine duties : opinion that these generally are of a very fair character, though 
same irregularities may exist in them, Taylor 672-674. 677-680. 

Opinion that the signatures to the petitions collected through the action of the Anti- 
Coal Tax Committee were honestly collected, and were bond fide ; examination hereon 
as to the means and opportunities of witness for applying any efficient test to so many as 
25,000 signatures, Lloyd 995-1012. 1051-1058. 1065-1067. 

Scrutiny applied by witness to every sheet before passing it for presentation to the 
House; belief that he can produce every one of the men in whose presence all the 
signatures were attached, Wilson 1107. 1,1 1-1116. 1139, 1140. 

Explanation showing that witness can identify a considerable number of petitions as 
having passed through his hands ; reference hereon to a list of the persons responsible 
for these petitions, though they did not actually collect the signatures, Lloyd 1310-1314. 

Statement to the effect that in twenty-six petitions against the Bill witness has 
detected only about 100 signatures not genuine, Netherclift 1654-1659. 1667-1681. 

1712-1725 List of petitions (as examined by witness) together with the number of 

signatures to each; comparatively limited extent to which the signatures are not genuine, 

*'&• 1 767~ 1 7S4 Total of 5,284 signatures to petitions adverse to the dues, out of 

which there are 426 doubtful, ib. 1760. 1774. 

Frequent instances of the same hand signing for several people in the petitions against 
the dues, but without any attempt at concealment ; conclusion generally that there is no 
palpable fraud in the case oftheee petitions, Netherclift 1761-1764. 1772, 1773. 

Opinion that the petitions against the continuance of the coal and wine duties were 
preity genuine. Dent 1976, 1977. 

Conclusion of the Committee that whilst irregularities have been proved in the 
manner in which signatures were obtained to petitions 'against the Coal and Wine Duties 
Continuance Bill, the signatures are in the main genuine, and free from suspicion of 
Laud, Rep. iii. 

See also the Headings generally throughout the Index. 

G. 

Graham , Charles Stewart. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness is temporary clerk to 
Mr. R. G. Webster, who presented the petition from King’s Cross and St. Pancras 
against the continuance of the coal and wine duties, 1068-1071. 

Inquiry made by witness, at the direction of Mr. Webster, as to the genuineness of 
this petition, which comprised eighty-one signatures ; result of careful personal investiga- 
tion in the case of thirty signatories that ten were not genuine, 1072-1088 — -—Belief 
that the petition was placed on a table in the Gray’s Inn-road, with a man attending to it 
who asked the passers-by to sign, 1089-1096. 

Grellier, 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Grellier , John George. (Analysis of Ms Evidence.) — Witness, who is a stationer and 
printer in the Gray’s Inn-road, did not sign the petition from King’s Cross presented to 
the House on the 6th May against the continuance of the coal and wine duties; signa- 
tures thereto of his two sons, aged sixteen and eighteeu respectively, 1335-1346. 1359- 
1363. 1368,1369 Explanation that this petition was placed on a table outside wit- 

ness’ shop with a small handbill describing its object; it was in charge of a person 
named Middleton and an assistant, 1347“1358- 1366, 1367. 

Greenwich and Camberwell Petition. Reference to the petition from Greenwich and Cam- 
berwell, as containin'!', in witness’ opinion, a very large number of forged signatures ; 
there are the names of some thirteen racehorses upon the last sheet of this petition, 
Taylor 656-664. 

Explanation as to the names of racehorses having appeared as signatures ; proba- 
bility that the sheet had been left at a public-house, Roberts 807 -Strong repudiation 

by witness of tlie petition from Greenwich, comprising the names of racehorses; wit- 
ness knows nothing of Mr. Ball who got up this petition, Wragg 883-886. 

Conclusion as to the fraudulent signatures attached to the Greenwich petition, 

Netherclift 1659 et seq. Total of 1,406 signatures to this petition, more than half of 

which witness believes to be false, ib. 1748, 1749. 



H. 

Hackney and Dalslon Petition. All the names on the Hackney and Dalston petition were 
signed by witness, Eidmead 287-289. 

Hackney and East London Petition. This petition, in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues, contains 222 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes 
to be false, Netherclift 1749. 

Hackney and Homerton Petition. Identification of most, if not all, the signatures to the 
Hackney and Homerton petition as having been filled in by witness, Bidmead 235- 
239 - 

This petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues) contains 281 
signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be false, Netherclift 1749. 

Hackney Petition. Total of 281 signatures to the Hackney petition, all of which were 
made by witness, Bidmead 246, 247. 266. 



Haggerston Petition: 

Result of witness’ examination of the petition from Haggerston (in favour of the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wine duties) that he concluded the signaturess were forgeries, 
whereupon lie officially reported the same, Taylor 13. 

Attendance of witness before the Committee in order fo make a voluntary statement 
in connection with a letter addressed by him to the Speaker respecting the Haggerston 
petition in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties, Bidmead 92, 93. 

Identification of the Haggerston petition as having been forged by witness through- 
out, the names having been all filled in by him from a Directory ; accidental smearing of 
the signatures, Bidmead 104-120. 264. 265. 

Assurance given to witness by Bidmead, when taxed with the non-genuineness of the 
Haggerston petition, that all the signatures were genuine; letter, also from Bidmead 
to the same effect, Hallett 461-470, 477 Explanation as to witness having accom- 

panied Bidmead to Mr. Wragg’s office, about the 25th April, when the former confessed 
that the signatures were forgeries: belief that Mr. Roberts suggested that Bidmead 
should go to Mr. Wragg’s office, ib. 475-481. 514-526- 558, 559. 584-589. 

Examination to the effect that Bidmead had almost confessed on his. way to Mr. 
Wragg’s office, that other signatures besides those to the Haggerston petition were not 
genuine; witness, however, did not press him beyond the latter petition, and the letter 
to the Speaker was limited accordingly, Hallett 489-504. 513 et seq. ; 630-035— —if ur- 
tber statement as to witness not having investigated other petitions when Bidmead 
confessed that the Haggerston petition was a forgery, ib. 613, 614. 

Inquiry made by witness, through Mr. Hallett, on bearing that the signatures to 
the Haggerston petition (presented by Lord Claud Hamilton) bad been questioned in 
the House of Commons ; assurance subsequently given t0 Hallett by Bidmead 
that the signatures were genuine, Roberts 719 — —Test applied to some of the signa- 
tures, which were discovered to be fictitious ; admission thereupon by Bidmea a e 
had forged them, ib. 719, 720. 

Anangement made by witness as to Mr. Hallett and Bidmead attending at Mr. 
Wragg’s office, when their depositions in the matter were taken down; that is, with 
„ reference only to the Haggerston petition, Roberts 721 -723. 727, 720. 824 034 Bixtent 

175. v 2 ot 
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Haggerston Petition — continued. 

of witness’ inspection of the Haggerston petition; conclusion on his part that it was 
all right, as he identified the first name on one of the sheets as that of a person favour- 
able to the continuance of the coal and wine dues, Roberts 726. 758. 825, 826. 

Statement to the effect that Bid mead had admitted only 200 forged signatures to the 
Haggerston petition up to the time of witness having prepared the letter from him to 
the Speaker; nor had witness any idea when he suggested this letter that any other 
petitions were questioned, Roberts 738-757. 784-787. 816. 824. 827-830. 

Opinion from a cur-ory examination of the Haggerston petition that some of the 

signatures are not genuine, Netherclift 1685-1687. 1692 Total of 449 signatures to 

the Haggerston petition, nearly all of which are false, the same hand being largely 
employed in signing, iJ. 1746, 1747. 1769-1771. 1781, 178a. 

Result of witness’ inquiries with regard to the Haggerston petition, that out of 
six signatures investigated three were not genuine, Dent 1962-1967. 1980-1984. 

Letter from Bidmead to the Speaker confessing that the Haggerston -petition was 
entirely concocted by him, App. 137. 

Statement by Mr. Roberts, dated 27th April 1887, respecting his employment of Mr. 
J. W. Hallett to collect signatures, and the employment of Bidmead by the latter; good 
faith with which Mr. Roberts acted in forwarding the petition in question for presenta- 
tion, App. 137. 

Evidence of Bidmead (ns taken down by Mr. Wragg), dated 27th April 1887; con- 
fession therein as to the forgery of numerous signatures, App. 138. 

Statement by Mr. J. W. Hallett, in explanation of his employment by Mr. Roberts, of 
his own employment of Bidmead, and of the instructions given to him ; confession by 
the latter as to the forgery of signatures, App. 138. 

Special Report from the Committee to the effect that previous to the presentation of 
the petition from Haggerston there were other petitions relating to the same subject 
which excited suspicion. Rep. ii. 

See also Letter to the Speaker. 

Hallett, John Walter. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who resides at Hackney and 
is a political agent, was engaged upon the petitions in favour of the continuance of the 
wine and coal duties, and employed Bidmead to get signatures, for which payment was 

to be made at the rate of 4 s. per 100; 454-459. 477. 582, 583. 6o6, 607 He gave 

stiingent instructions to Bidmead that all the signatures must be bona fide, 460. 

Assurance given to wilness by Bidmead, when subsequently taxed with the non-genuine- 
ness of the Haggerston petiiion, that all the signatures were genuine; letter also from 
Bidmead to the same effect, 461-470. 477— — Explanation as to witness having accom- 
panied Bidmead to Mr. Wragg’s office about the 25th April, when the former confessed 
that the signatures were forgeries ; belief that Mr. Roberts suggested that Bidmead 

should go to Mr. Wragg’s office, 475-481. 514-526. 558 , 559 - 584-589 Nature of 

the check applied by witness to the petition sheets, when received from Bidmead, before 

handing them over to Mr. Roberts, 477. 505-513. 552 Discontinuance of Birlmead’s 

employment as soon as suspicion attached to him, 477. 

Statement as regards the letter written by Bidmead to the Speaker that the form and terms 
of it were supplied by Mr. Roberts ; it was written by the former in the presence of witness, 

who approved of it, 482—488. 500, 501. 527. 556. 645-652 Circumstances under which 

witness vvas induced to give employment to Bidmead on the petiiions; he had previously 

employed him on one or two occasions, 488. 565-573 Examination to the effect that 

Bidmead bad almost confessed, on his way to Mr. Wragg’s office, that other signatures, 
besides those to the Haggerston petition, were not genuine ; witness, however, did not 
pi ess him beyond the latter petition, and the letter to the Speaker was limited accord- 
ingly, 489-504. 513. 630-635 et seq. 

Doubt as to the number of petition sheets or of printed headings given by witness to 
Bidmead and other canvassers; printed and written headings were given to all the men 

employed, 505-507. 599-605 Remuneration of witness at the rate of three guineas a 

week, irrespective of his payments to canvassers, 508. 577-581. 608-610 List of 

persons (besides Bidwdl) employed by witness to collect signatures to petitions in favour 
of the continuance of the coal and wiue dues, 574-576. 

Explanation as to witness’ mode of distributing the separate sheets among the can- 
vassers, and as to the sheets, when signed, having been returned loose to Mr. Roberts; 
witness had nothing to do with putting them together under the printed heads, 590-596. 
004, 005. 618-626. 636-644- — Total of about 52 l. paid by wituess to canvassers; 

doubt as to the number of signatures represented, 602, 603. 615 Payment of the 

. canvassers at from 4 s. to 4 s. 6 d. per 100; at this rate of payment any amount of 
signatures can be obtained in London, 610-612. 

Further 
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Hallett John Walter. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

Further statement as to witness not having investigated other petitions when Bidmead 

confessed that the Haggerston petition was a forgery, 613, 614 Opinion as to the 

worthless character of the petitions generally presented to Parliament; belief that not more 

than twenty-five per cent, of the signatures are genuine, G16, 617 Facility with which 

signatures may be obtained ; between Saturday and Wednesday 400 signatures might 
easily be procured by one active canvasser, 627-629. 

[Second Examination.]— Explanation that John Sharland was not employed nor paid 

by witness, but only his brother, A. G. Sharland, 2267-2269. 2278-2282. 2288, 2289 

Inability of witness to state how much he paid to A. G. Sharland ; the latter probably 

brought from 1 1,000 to 14,000 signatures, 2270-2276. 2288, 2289 -Belief that Sharland 

got many signatures at model lodging-houses; degree of check applied to the sheets by 
witness, 2277. 2282-2287 Recommendations which induced witness to give employ- 

ment to Sharland, 2290-2292. 

Hallett J. W. Opinion of the Committee that the conduct of Mr. Hallett is open to 
grave reflection, and that his evidence is contradictory, Rep. iii. 

See also Forged Signatures. Responsibility. 

Ham, North West , Petition. Several instances of .forged signatures to the North West Ham 

petition, Taylor 665-668 This petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal and 

wine dues) contains 1,139 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be 
false, Nether clift 1749. 

" Headings to Petitions. Sec Sheets and Headings. 

Hill, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Statement to the effect that witness was asked 
to sion a petition in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues but declined to 
do so ; nor did he authorise anyone to sign for him, 2163-2171. 

Holloway Petitions. Total of sixty-two signatures to the Holloway petition (against the 

continuance of the coal and wines dues) ; doubt as to ten of these, _ Netherclift 1760. 

Further petitions containing thirly-five signatures, of which about six are doubtful, ib. 

Homerton Petition. See Hackney and Homerton. 

Howard, Joseph {Member of the House). (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Presentation 
by witness of about six netitions on the subject of the coal and wine duties, most of 

which were received in the cloak-room, 76, 77 Statement to the effect that Ins attention 

was not specially attracted nor his suspicion excited by the character of the signatures, 
though on closer inspection he sees considerable resemblance between the handwriting of 
' different signatures, whilst some ofthem look as if intentionally smeared, 78-91. 

Hunnex, Alfred Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who lives in -the 
Commercial-road, Peckham, was asked, in a public-house, to sign the Peckham and 
Dulwich petition in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, and now 

identifies his signature to the petition, 2206-2213 The petition wos also signed in 

witness’ presence by a young man named Hallett, 2214, 2215. 



Ilford Petition. Belief that all or nearly all the signatures to the Ilford petition are 
false, Netherclift 1746. 



Isaacs, Lewis Henry ( Member of the House). (Analysis of Ins Ev.dence.) -Explanation 
as to witness having recently watched for a sho.t time whilst signatures were being 
attached to a petition in charge of a man at the corner of the Gray s Inn-road, opposite 
the Holborn Town Hall; this petition was against the continuance of the coal and 
wine dues, 1726-1728. 1731-1737 Comment upon the s.gmng of ihe petmon (with- 

out any apparent check by the man in charge) by a large number of boys and girls, 
some ofthem not more than thirteen or fourteen years old, who seemed to regard the 
matter as a good joke ; conclusion as to the worthlessness of petitions generally where 
the signatures are thus obtained in the streets, 1727-1742. 



Kennington Petition. Total of sixty-three signatures to this petition (against the continu- 
ance of the coal and wine dues) ; doubt as to five of these, Netherclift 1760. 

Kentish Town Petition. Total of 148 signatures to this petition (against the continuance 
„ of the coal and wine dues); doubt as to twelve of these, Netherclift 1760. 

... 03 King s 
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King’s Cross and St. Pancras Petition : 

Inquiry made by witness, at the direction of Mr. "Webster, as to the genuineness of 
this petition, which comprised thirty-one signatures; result of careful and personal 
investigation in the case of thirty signatures, that ten were not genuine, Graham 1072 1 
3 088— —Belief that the petition was placed on a table in the Gray’s Inn-road, with a man 
attending to it, who asked the passers-hy to sign, ib. 1089-1096. 

Witness (who is Member for East St. Pancras) explains the circumstances under 
which he presented a petition from King’s Cross and St. Pancras, against the continu- 
ance of the coal and wine duties, though he had previously ascertained there were fen 
false signatures to it, Webster 1097-1099. 

• Explanations Wlth special reference to a petition, the signatures to which were obtained 
m the Gray s Inn-road; exceptions taken to a statement that ten out of thirty signature* 

investigated were not genuine, Wilson 1103 et seq. Discreditable appearance of the 

torego'ng petition when it was returned to witness, so that he strongly objected to it at 
the time, though he dissents from the evidence of Mr. Webster’s clerk as to ten out of 
thirty signatures having been not genuine, ib. 1 104, 1 105. 1 122-1 1 24. 1 133-1 14/5. 1 lf -. 
— Readiness of witness to make a careful personal examination of the petition from 
s ^ ross . and Pancras (taken in the Gray’s Inn-road), and to submit the results 
to the Committee within a few days, ib. 1139, 1140. 1 146, i 147. 1155. 

Witness, who is a stationer and printer in the Gray’s Inn-road, did not si<m the 
petition from King s Cross presented to the House on 6th May against the continuance 
ot the coal and wine duties ; signatures thereto of his two sons, aged sixteen and eio-hteen 

respectively, Qrellier 1335-1346- 1359-1363- 1368, .369 Explanation that this’ 

petition was placed on a table outside witness’ shop, with a small handbill describing its 
°366 Ct i’367 WaS 111 C lai§e ° f a person named Middleton and an assistant, ib. 1347-1358. 

Witness (who 18 order messenger to the House of Commons) submits particulars as 
to Ins having called at the addresses of nine persons purporting to have signed the King’s 
CoeraJs e i373”’i4o8 ™ t0 a ' e ° f tbeBe persons " ot being know n at the alleged addresses. 

Information respecting’ the signatures obtained at a table in the Gray's Inn-road, which 
■was placed near Messrs. Cubittsin order that their workmen might sign; signatures pro- 
cured m this case from tradesmen and passers-by generally, witness believinf that all were 
f!"S . ’ tak ™ by himself or, m his absence, by his assistant, Middleton 1500- 

loOO. 1515-1524. 1538-1543. 1550 et seq. 

a ,t pl '® d by witnesa to the sheets before handing them over to Mr. Wilson ; 

reri^ bavin * be “ S-ai'-e, and having been .ho e of 

residents in the Holbom and King’s Cross district, Middleton 1510-15.5! 1547 et sea. 

Explanation lespectmg particular signatures, with reference more especially to 
discrepances as regards the addresses of The signatories, ib. ,558 .609- 

M j M . iddlatc,n 10 c °ltect signatures in the Gray’s Inn-road 
believes the si5 nr ■ 16 Cl ?al and wine dues; he saw all the signatures attached and 
nor^& 

CrS^mdTalt «!“p° ler ° f fra ™ twenty to thirty signatures to the petition from King’s 

1657- .679-1681 Total of 

doubt a, to twZy of '“^^“““ys^nst the continuance of the coal and wine does); 

weS-nS ‘mtoched +' Vil “° S !-'’- avi - g r f cel ’ ll - y walol,ed for a abort time whilst signatures 
opTosite^ the Hdhm-r. To P .«/ a maa •* the corner of the Gray's Inn-road, 

and wine dues Pane ’o^ 15 P etltl0n was against the continuance of tbe coal 

petition f»dth„:,.aTf ,y26 - 1 ?? 8 ’, *73.-1737^ Comment upon the signing of the 

and uirls some of fh^rn^ 8 * 611 * C ^ eC ^“ ^ t * le man ’ n charge) by a large number of boys 
tovardTh’e Zeter ^ a w ?’, ore . ‘h"", thirteen or fourteen years oil, who seemed to 
rally when the sicmnfi c ° ncdusiorL as lo the worthlessness of petitions gene- 

rally wiien the signatures are thus obtained in the streets, ib. 1727-1742. 



L. 

Lifn^betf^KenninDt ^ es *™ nster Petition. Information respecting the petition from 
obtSned L^r"!" 8 r> a “ d T WeStU ^ 1Ster ’ the S r ^r part of which seems to have been 
n uraerou s si naf n res 6 ^ 6S ‘ ^ Iand ’ of ' Bennington ; great abuse in this case, 

1978. 0 avmg been obtained under false representations, Dent 1968-1972. 

Lee, 
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Lee Frederick William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Entire inaccuracy of a statement 
by Bid mead as to his having given a petition to witness to sign ; witness neither signed 
the petition in question nor was he asked by Bidmead to do so, 683-699. 

Lennox , Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who is a labourer, living in 
Artbur-street, Old Kent-road, denies that he attached his name and address to the 
petition from Peckham and Dulwich ; nor did he authorise anyone to sign for lnm, 
2195-2205. 

Tetter to the Speaker. Examination as to the circumstances under which witness wrote the 
letter to the Speaker; he suggested it himself, and denies that it was drawn up for him 
by Mr. Hallett or Mr. Wragg, Bidmead 223-226. 345 - 39 *- 

Statement as regards the letter written by Bidmead to the Speaker, that the form and 
terms of it were supplied by Mr. Roberts; it was written by the former in the presence 
of witness, who approved of it, Hallett 482-488. 500, 501. 5 * 7 " 556 . 645-052. 

Reason assigned by witness for drafting the letter to the Speaker to be signed by 
Bidmead ; denial that the letter was initiated or composed by the latter, Roberts 740- 

Concurrence of witness in the proposal to send a letter to the Speaker confessing the 
forged signatures ; at this time witness was nut aware that Bidmead had forged othei 
petitions°besides that from Haggerston, Wragg 911-913- 9 l8- 935- 950-95°- 

Copy of Bidmead’s letter to the Speaker, admitting “ with great shame and sorrow 
that the Haggerston petition was entirely concocted by him,” App. 137. 

Lloyd, John. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who is a justice of the peace for 
Breconshire, is honorary secretary of the London Municipal Reform League, and of the 
Anti-Coal Tax Committee, 994. 

Presentation, through the instrumentality of the Anti- Coal Tax Committee, of some 
<izo petitions, with about 25,000 signatures, about half of which were obtained by volun- 
tTy^runaid agency, 9 k -V-iQ- V033-i° 3 7—Bel-fthat <«* ^ **» 
be traced to the canvasser by whom the signatures were collected, together with tlie 
number of signatures in each case, and the Member of Parliament by whom presented ; 
a letter was fent with each petition to the Member who was asked to present it, 99 o- 
1028.1049,1050.1059-1064. . 

detective office^ Sg“beV Employed.’ as' a cheek upon the petition got np in 
favour of the dues, 1013, 1014. 1053-1055. 

List of seven canvassers employed by witness' committee; steps taken asce ™^ 

mmsms mms 
mmmsssssm 

r’pSslr;^ not actually collect the 

signatures, 1310-1314. 

Lower Clapton Petition. See Clapton Petition. 



M. 

Marti,, curie. Summons served by witness upon Charles Martin, throughhis wife, who 
said Martin had signed a petition, Coombs 1376 1370. 

This person called as a witness, but not in attendance, p. 79 ' . 

Marylebone of’fh’ese" t)ShmUfl\ 76™ P etition 

Sag of tvhich fifteen are doubtfui, * ^ 
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Massey, Edward Charles. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Statement to the effect that the 
alleged signature of witness to a petition in favour of Hie continuance of the coal and 
wine duties is a forgery, 2105-2117. 

Meetings ( Adoption of Petitions). Inaccuracy as regards Petition No. 41 of the statement 
that a meeting in favour of the petition was held at Mile End Old Town, at which 

Mr. Francis Church was chairman. Dent 1954-1957 Explanation also that no 

meeting was held, as alleged, at Page’s Coffee Rooms, Islington, in connection with 
Petition No. 1 1 5, ib. 1957-1961 Nor was any meeting of ratepayers and house- 

holders held on 15th December at Parkfield-street in the case of Petition No. 21, as 
has been alleged, ib. 1961, 1962 Nor were certain alleged meetings held in con- 

nection with Petitions No. 43 and No. 4386, ib. 1962. 

Middleton , Thomas John. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness by 
Mr. Wilson to collect signatures to petitions against the continuance of the coal and 
wine duties; he took charge of fourteen or fifteen petitions, which were chiefly left at 
large establishments in the Holborn and Gray’s Inn-road and King's Cross district for the 
workpeople to sign, whilst five were signed in the street, 1499, 1500. 1517. 1526-1530. 

] .573-i587. 1590-1608 Information respecting the signatures obtained at a table in 

the Gray’s Inn-road, which was placed near Messrs. Cubitt’s, in order that their work- 
men might sign ; signatures procured in this ease from tradesmen an. I passeis-by 
generally, witness believing that all were genuine, whether taken by himself or, in his 
absence, by his assistant, 1500-1506. 1515-1524. 1538-1543. 1550, et seq. 

Payment of 2 l. 15 s. received by witness from Mr. Wilson, there being 2 l. more to 
receive; lie obtained from 500 to 600 signatures, 1507-1509. 1532-1537. 1557 Ex- 

amination applied by witness to the sheets before handing them over to Mr. Wilson-; 
conclusion as to the signatures generally having been genuine, and having been those of 
residents in the Holborn and King’s Cross district, 1510-1515. 1547 et se T Expla- 

nation respecting particular signatures, with reference more especially to discrepancies 
as regards the addresses of the signatoiies, 1558. 1564-1572. 1609-1613 Large pro- 

portion of the signatures which represented the working classes, 1559-1563. 1590-1608. 

1614-1629-; Readiness of the great mass of the working classes to sign petitions 

against the coal tax, 1614-1619. 

Miles , Olier. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness to investigate the 
signatures to a petition from East St. Paneras against the continuance of the coal and 
wine duties; total of seventy-three signatures, of which thirty-nine were inquired into 

by witness, 1442-1455 Particulars respecting witness’ investigation, and its result ; 

very doubtful character of eighteen out of the thirty-nine signatures inquired into, 1454- 

1494 - 

Miners Petition. Use of the same handwriting for the signatures of miners to the 
Durham petition, Netherclift 1656. 1693-1695. 1757-1760. 



Netherclift, Frederick George. (Analysis of liis Evidence.)— Long and extensive expe- 
rience of witness as an expert in handwriting; examination (of a necessarily hurried and 
imperfect character) applied by him to all petitions against the Coal and Wine Duties Bill, 
and to six of those in favour of the Bill, 1650-1661. 1679-1685. 

Statement to the effect that in twenty-six petitions against the Bill witness has 

detected only about 100 signatures not genuine, 1654-1659. 1667-1681. 1712-1725 

Use of the same handwriting for the signatures of miners to the Durham petition, 1656. 
■693 J_p 95 Non-genuine character of from twenty to thirty signatures to the petition 
from Kings Cross and East St. Pancras against the "Bill, 1657. 1679-1681. 

Gross fraud in the case of the six petitions (examined by witness) in favour of the 
continuance of the duties; particular hereon as to the very extensive fabrication of 

signatures, 1659-1666. 1688-1692. 1696-1711. 1719-1725 -Several thousand forged 

signatures in the six petitions in question, 1664-1666 Opinion, from a cursory exami- 

n «fi 10n r P et ' l ' on > th* 11 some of the signatures are not genuine, 1685.- 

1 7. 1092 1 * llee different hands used in forging signatures to petitions in favour of 

ie dues, 1688-1692. 1710 Pour times as manv forged signatures in the petitions in 

favour of the duties as in the petitions against them, 1720, 1721. 

[Second Examination.] — Result of further and careful investigation, that witness has 
come to the conclusion that nearly all the signatures to the petitions in favour of the 

coal and wire dues are forgeries ; details to this effect, 1743 et seq. Belief that all 

or nearly all the signatures to the Ilford petition are false, 1746 Total of 449 signa- 

tures 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Netherclift, Frederick George. (Analysis of his Evidenoe)— coaa'miei. 

turns to the Haggerston petition, nearly all of which are false, the same hand being 
largely employed in signing, 1746, 1747. 1769-1771. 1781, 178s. 

Emolovment of ihree or four hands in nearly all the petitions in favour of the con- 
tinuant® 'of the dues, 1747 . > 748 . 176 >-' 765 . 1764-1768. 1770-1 78e--Snmn.ary of the 
cetitions examined by witness, thirty-three in number m favour of the does showing 
the number of signatures in each case, nearly all of which he believes to be false,. 1 74S- 
I756. I76I. 

List of the petitions, as examined by witness, against the continuance of the coal 
and wine dues, together with the number of signatures in each case 1 ; comparatively 
limited extent to which the signatures are not genuine, 1757-1764— Further reference 
t , llie employment of the same hand in filling in the names of miners in the petition from 
Durham (Bumhops Colliery), there being no attempt to disguise, 1757-1760. 

Total of 6,284 signatures to petitions adverse to the dues, out of which there are 426 

doubtful l?6o 1774 Frequent instances of ihe same hand signing for several people 

in the petitions against the dues, but without any attempt at concealment ; conclusion, 
generally, that there is no palpable fraud in the case of these petitions, 1761-1764. 177-2, 

f 0,-0 Palpable fraud in connection with the petitions in favour of the dues, whole 

batches of signatures being made by the same hand, 1763-1768. 1775-1782. 

(Third Examination.]— Very suspicious character of some of the signatures to the 
Peckham and Dulwich petition; investigation to be applied by witness to fifty or sixty 
names, 19495 J 95 °* 

[Fourth Examination.] — With regard to the Peckham and Dulwich petition, in favour 
of the continuance of the coal and wine duties, witness submits certain figures to the 
effect that a very large proportion of the signatures are not genuine, 2047-2049. 

North Hackney Petition. Impression that .he petition from North Hackney presented by 
unless on the. 6th March, was left for him in the cloak-room ; he cannot recollect 
whether it was accompanied by a note, nor can he identify any of the signatures, Sir 
L. Telly 25. 47, , . , 

This Detition in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues, contains 140 
signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be false, Netherclift 1749. 

North London Petition. Total of 1 55 signatures to this pe^tionCa^instthe continuance 
of the coal and wine dues) ; doubt as to sixteen of these, Netherclift 1760. 

• NortkSt. Pa, .eras Petition. Doubtful character of eight signatures to this petition (against 
the continuance of the coal and wine dues), Netheiclift 1760. 

of the continuance of the dues, witness being responsible fur all the other petitions with 
signatures of the public, ib. 8 o 4 "^ 5 ^* • . 

Presentation if some 250 petitions, composing about 1 15,00c ) ” 

through means of the Anti-Coal Tax Committee, Llogi 99 o- '°>S >“' 9 - l0 33 . 37 

Facility with whether ^^tn^s^^u^dlderrtify any of 

Ac pSufor *Ss winch passed 9 through his hands, the total signatures amounting to 
about 26,000, Board 1237-1239. 



S L„,in7,«nee of the coal and wine duties is a forgery, 2091-2104. 



Peckham and Dulwich Petition. Conclusion as to the forgery of signatures to the Petition 
from Peckham and Dulwich ; doubt if there be one genuine signature, Netherclift 1605. 

,6m et ta ^701-1703 This petition (in favour of the continuance of the coal ami 

dues^' contains 1,970 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes to be 
false, ib. 1749. . . .... 

Steos recently taken by witness to test the genuineness of the signatures to the petition 
from Peckham and Duiwih and to the Camberwell petition ; trustworthy men employ d 

> 75 * ^ 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Peckham and Dulwich Petition — continued. 

to call at the addresses of about sixty of the signatories, one name being taken from each 

sheet for investigation, Roberts 1783-1787. 1791-1805 Reports submitted from the 

men employed 10 verify the signatures, showing the name and address of each pereon 
called upon and their replies ; genera! result that out of sixty-one calls made forty-ei°tt 
of the signatures were found to be genuine, seven of the signatories were not at home 
three were not known, one had removed, and two signatures were false, ib. 1788-1795 

Discredit thrown 1 specially up»n the two foregoing petitions by Mr. Netherdift, lie 

having stated that nearly all the signatures were forged or false ; very different result 
provecl by witness’ inquiry, ib. 1795-1810. 

Very suspicious character of some of the signatures to the Peckham and Dulwich 
petition; investigation to be applied by witness to fifty or sixty names, Netherclift 
1949 ) 1950 . 

Witness submits certain figures to the effect that a very large proportion of the 
signatures are not genuine, Netherdift 20.47-2049. 

Witness signed a petition, whether for or against the continuance of the coal and wine 
duties he cannot say, but denies having written the signature “ George Ford,” attached 
to the Peckham and Dulwich petition in favour of such continuance, Ford 2O5g-‘208i. 

Witness asserts that his alleged signature to a petition in favour of the continuance of 
the coal and wines duties is a lorgery, Odell 2091-2104. 

Witness signed a petition for the continuance of the coal and wine dues, and explains 
the circumstances under which he did so; denial however that his name as attached to 
the Peckham and Dulwich petition is in his handwriting, Russell 2172-2194. 

Witness denies that he attached his name nnd address to the petition from Peckham 
and Dulwich ; nor did he authorise any one to sign for him, Hunnex 2195-2205. 

Witness, who lives in the Commercial-road, Peckham, was asked in a public-house to 
sign the Peckham and Dulwich petition in favour of the continuance of the coal and 

wine dues, and now identifies his signature to the petition, Hunnex 2206-2213 This 

petition was also signed in witness’ presence by a young man named Hallett, ib. 
2214,2215. 

Pelly, Lieut. General Sir Lewis, K.C.B., K.c.S.I. (a Member of the House.) (Analysis 
of his Evidence.) — Presentation by witness of a considerable number of petitions for and 

against the continuance of the coal and wine duties, 21, 22 Explanation as to petitions 

being either sent to his ow a residence or left for him in the cloak-room of the House of 
Commons; frequent omission of the addresses of the senders, though witness does not 
feel justified in not presenting petitions so long as they purport to come from his con- 
stituents, 23, 24. 29. 37-46. 

Impression that the. petition from North Hackney, presented by witness on the l6lh 
March, was left for him in the cloak-room ; he cannot recollect whether it was accom- 
panied by a note . nor can he identify any of the signatures, 25—47. 



Presentation of Petitions. Witness produces nine petitions from different parts of the 
Metropolis in favour of the London Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill ; date of 

presentation in each case and Member by whom presented, Taylor 1-9 Pressure of 

business in the office in connection with the petitions, so that though some of them were 
presented in March they could not be brought under the notice of the Petitions Com- 
mittee till after the Easter recess, ib. 1 1-13. 

Presentation by witness of a considerable number of petitions for and against the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wme duties, Sir L. Pelly 21, 22 Explanation as to petitions 

being either sent to his own residence or left for him in the cloak-room of the House of 
Gommons; frequent omission of the addresses of the senders, though witness does not feel 
justified in not presenting petitions so long as they purport to come from his constituents, 
ib. 23, 24. 29. 37-46. r 



lesentation by witness of some petitions for and against the continuance of the coal 

and wine du ties, Colomb 48, 49 Presentation by witness of about six petitions on the 

subject of the coal and wine duties, most of which were received in the cloak-room, 
owar 70, 77 Statement to the effect that his attention was not specially attracted 
not bis suspicion excited by the character of the signatures, though on closer inspection 
e sees considerable resemblance between the handwriting of different signatures, whilst 
some of them look as if intentionally smeared, ib. 78-91 . 

Presentation by witness of twenty additional petitions in favour of the continuance of 
A A C ° a ' and w,ne duties; particulars as to the localities, dates of presentation, and names 
of Members by whom presented, Taylor C53-671. 

Belief that each petition against the duties can be traced to the canvassers by whom 
c signaluies were collected, together with the number of signatures in each case and 

the 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Presentation of Petitions— continued. 

the Member of Pailiament by whom presented ; a letter was sent with each petition to 
the member who was asked to present it, Lloyd. 995. 1028. 1049* 10 50. 1059-1064. 

Special attention called by the Committee to the practice of presenting petitions 
without any kind of voucher for their genuineness, Rep. iv. 

Public Houses. Statement to the effect that witness was asked, in a public-house, to sign 
a petition for the continuance of the coal and wine duties, and that he did so; he 
identifies his signature on a petition submitted to him by the Committee, Bryant 2118- 

, 21 ^ 0 Belie? that no signatures were obtained by witness in public-houses, Sharland 

2322-2327. 

Public Opinion. Grounds upon which witness concluded that public opinion on the 
question of the duties might be properly expressed by means of petitions obtained by a 
house-to-house canvass; reference hereon to certain deputations previously to different 
Members of the Government, Wragg 872, 873, 914, 915. 



Ratepayers. Statement as to ratepayers’ signatures not having been stipulated for by 

witness, Board 1263-1268 Witness did not instruct his sub-employes to obtain 

ratepayers’ signatures, Sharland 2370. 

Responsibility : 

Payment by witness personally of those employed by him; sole responsibility 

assumed by him for the petitions in question, Roberts 706. 784 Witness did not 

employ Bidmead, the latter having been engaged by Mr. Hallett, one of witness’ sub- 
agents,#. 712,713.719. 

Examination to tbe effect that witness holds himself primarily responsible, and that 
bis sub-auents were responsible to him; he could exercise no check over those employed 

by the latter to collect signatures, Roberts 784-823 Readiness evinced by witness, on 

hearing that the Haggerston petition was questioned, to investigate the matter, and to 

obtain' the fullest information for the House of Commons, ib. 784-794. 859. Instances 

of sheets having been withheld by witness as having been signed improperly or 
indecently, ib. 807-81 1 • 99 1_ 993- J 3 0 8. 

Regret experienced by witness that he has been the unfortunate means through which 
the ifna-tierston and other petitions with suspicious signatures have reached the House of 
Commons ; he has since taken every possible step to elicit the fullest information for the 
House, Roberts 859. 

Employment by witness of Mr. Carlton Roberts, and of him alone, in getting up the 

petitions, Wragg 880-882. 896 Profound regret expressed by witness us regards the 

forged petitions, ib. 885, 886. 910. 950. 

Entire disavowal of Bidmead, whom witness never saw till the 27th April ; particulars 
as to Bidmead having made a statement on that day, which was taken down by w,tness, 
that there was not a single genuine signature to the Haggerston petition, 887- 

898 Employment of Bidmead by Mr. Hallett ; disavowal by witness of the latter as 

well as the former, ib. 890-892. 898. 

Admission by witness of his primary responsibility in the matter, whilst Mr. Roberts 
was responsible to him, and Mr. Hallett and others to Mr. Roberts, Wragg 950. 954, 

955. 968-976. 

General responsibility imposed upon witness as to the work of looking over the loose 
sheets, and allocating them to tbe petition headings, Roberts 981. 

Reiteration of witness’ strong expression of regret as regards the extensive forgeries of 
signatures proved before the Committee ; repudiation of any fraud on his part, Bolerts 
22l6-22l8. 

Initiation of the petitions for the Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill by the City 
Solicitor, who instructed Mr. R. T. Wragg, who in turn engaged the services of Mr. 

Carlton Roberts, Rep. Hi Comment upon the great negligence shown by those who 

were in different degrees responsible for the petitions, ib. 

See also Agents . Canvassers. Forged Signatures. Hallett , J. W. 

Roberts, C. 

Bisk of Petition. Opinion as to the worthless character of the petitions generally pre- 
sented to Parliament, Hallett 616, 617 Belief that not more than 25 per cent. 

of the signatures are genuine, ib. 617. 

^ Y Reference 
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Special Report, 1887 —continued. 



Bight of Petition — continued. 

Reference to certain forms and rules of the House on the subject of public petitions 
and the extent to which adopted by witness, Wragg 978-980. 

Entire dissent from Mr. Hallett's statement that not 25 per cent, of the signatures 
to petitions generally are genuine, Roberts 1816, 1817. 

Opinion of the Committee that the right of petitioning the House of Commons has of 
late years been subjected to serious abuse, and merits the atteniion of the House, 
Rep. iv. 

See also Forged Signatures. 

Roberts, Carlton. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Business of witness as a printer, at Hackney ; 
he acts as a political agent, and was employed by Mr. Robert Wragg to procure 
signatures to petitions in favour of the continuance ofthe coal aud wine duties, 700-708— 
Payment by witness, personally, of those employed by him ; sole responsibility assumed 

by him for the petitions in question, 706. 784 List of political agenl9 employed by 

witness to obtain signatures through others; belief that he has never paid any one wlio 

actually collected a signature, 709-713 Belief that three small petition, got up by 

sub-agents, named Bull, Remington, and Vidler, were not questioned, 710. 764, 765 — 

He did not employ Bidmead, the latter having been engaged by Mr. Hallett, one of 

witness’ sub-agents, 712, 713. 719 Explanation that he has not yet been repaid a single 

penny of his outlay, having deferred sending in his account to Mr. Wragg, 713-718. 

Inquiry made by witness, through Mr. Hallett, on hearing that the signatures to the 
Haggerston petition (presented by Lord Claud Hamilton) had been questioned in the 
House of Commons ; assurance subsequently given to Mr. Hallett by Bidmead that the 

signatures were genuine, 716 Test applied to some of the signatures, which were 

discovered to be fictitious; admission thereupon by Bidmead that he bad forged them, 

719,720 Arrangement made by witness as to Mr. Hallett and Bidmead attending at 

Mr. Wragg’s office, when their depositions in the matter were taken down ; that is, with 
reference only to the Haggerston petitions, 721-723. 727, 728. 824-834. 

Careful and explicit instructions given by witness to Mr. Hallett and other sub-agents 

to the effect that the signatures must be bond fide, 724. 768. 815. 836. 843-846 -Large 

number of petitions which passed through witness’ bands, 725. 729 -731 Extent of 

witnesa’ inspection of the Haggerston petition; conclusion on bis partthatit wasalljlghtashe 
identified the first name on one of the sheets as that of a person favourable to the continu- 
ance of the dues, 726. 758. 825, 826 Explanation that the separate sheets were found 

together in Mr. Wragg’s office, the petitions having been made up for different districts, 
732, 733- 

Employment by witness, exclusively, of all the sub-agents engaged upon the petitions, 

the total sum paid by him amounting to about 376Z., 735-737 Statement to the effect 

that Bidmead had admitted only 200 forged signatures to the Haggerston petition up to 
the time of witness having prepared the letter from him to the Speaker ; nor had witness 
any idea, when he suggested this letter, that any other petitions were questioned, 738- 

757-784. 787. 816. 824. 827-833 Reason assigned by witness for drafting the letter to 

the Speaker, to be signed by Bidmead ; denial that the letter was initiated or composed 
by the latter, 746-757. 

Large number of sheets, with a printed heading, given to each of witness’ sub-agents, 
to be returned with signatures; arrangement that about 200 names would make up a 

petition, 759-763 Great variation in the amounts paid to different sub-agents, some 

having been much more active than others; stipulation in all cases that the signatures must 

be bond fide, 766-776. 835-846. 859 Further statement, as to witness not having been 

repaid his disbursements, whilst he has received no remuneration for his own services ; 
difficulty on his part in stating the probable amount of his own remuneration, 777"7°3- 
853- 

Examination to the effect that though witness holds himself primarily responsible, 
and though his sub-agents were responsible to him, he could exercise no check ovet 

those employed by the latter to collect signatures, 784-823 Readiness evinced by 

witness, on hearing that the Haggerston petition was questioned, to investigate the matter 
and to obtain the fullest information for the House of Commons, 784-794. 856— -~ 
Great difficulty through the separate sheets not admitting of the identification ot the 
persons by whom the signatures were collected, witness not being responsible for the 
latter; check to abuse in future if the collector were required to endorse his slice, 
795-810. 817-823. 

Explanation as to the names of race-horses having appeared as signatures ; probabi ity 

that the sheet had been left at a public-house, 807 Elimination of many sheets w* 

objectionable matter and with false names ; physical impossibility of witness cbec 1 g 
all the signatures, 807-811. 

Examination 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Roberts, Carlton. (Analysis of his 'Evidence)— continued. 

Examination of the sheets in Mr. Wrags’s office before they were included in the 
petitions presented to Parliament; responsibility of Mr. Wragg’s staff in the matter, 

818. 823. 847-852 Large number of petitions from local boards and others in favour of 

the continuance of the dues, witness being responsible for all the other petitions with the 
signatures of the public, 854-858. 

°Res>rei expressed by witness that he has been the unfortunate means through which 
the Hagwerston and other petitions with suspicious signatures have reached the House 
of Commons ; he has since taken every possible step to elicit the fullest information for 
the House, 859. 

Advantages of the system of paying canvassers a certain sum for too signatures 

instead of by the day, 859 Very large number of signatures obtainable in one day by 

taking the petition sheets through large drapery establishments, ib. Belief that many 

of the sheets picked out by Bid mead as having been forged by him were not forged at 
all, and that his forgeries were distributed over a much larger number of petitions than 
was stated by him, ib. 



[Second Examination.] — General responsibility imposed upon witness as to the work 

of looking over the loose sheets, and allocating them to the petition headings, 981 

Instances of sheets having been withheld by witness as having been signed improperly 

or indecently, 981-989. 991-993 Pressure put by witness upon his agents as to 

getting in all the later petitions by a certain day, the irregularities which occurred apply- 
ing chiefly to these petitions, 990. 

Satisfactory course pursued by the canvassers, in so far as witness himself was asked 

by one of them for his signaiure, 993 Irregularity in the case of factory hands, when 

one man is asked by several others to sign for them, ib. 



[Third Examination.] — Production by witness of certain sheets of signatures which 
looked suspicious, so that he withheld them from the petitions presented, 1307, 1308. 

Effectual check upon the loose sheets of signatures being attached to any other form 

of petition than that for the continuance or the coal and wine dues, 1308, 1309. 

[Fourth Examination.] — Steps recently taken by witness to test the genuineness of 
the signatures to the petition from Peekham and Dulwich, and to the Camberwell 
petition ; trustworthy men employed to call at the addresses of about sixty of the signa- 
tures, one name being taken from each sheet for investigation, 1783-1787. 1791-1805 
Reports submitted from the men employed to verify the signatures, showing the name 
and address of each person called upon and their replies ; general result that out of sixty-one 
calls made forty-eight of the signatures were found to be genuine, seven of the signatures 
were not at home, three were not known, one had removed, and two signatures werefalse, 
1788-1795. 

Discredit thrown especially upon the two foregoing petitions by Mr. Netherclift, he 
having stated that nearly all the signatures were forged or false ; very different result 

proved by witness’ inquiry, 1795-1810 Comment upon Mr, Netherclift s assumption 

that the petitions have been concocted by about three persons, and the signatute* filled 
in by them; statement purporting to show that this was utterly unpracti cable, 1810-1815 

-Employment of from 1 15 to 120 canvassers ; great improbability of collusion between 

all these, 1810-1816 Evidence proposed to be adduced as to to the genuine character 

of the St. Pancras petition, 1814-1826. 

Belief that excepting the signatories forged by Bid mead the first signatures to all the 

petitions can be verified, 1814 Entire dissent from Mr. Hallett s statement, that not 25 

percent, of the signatures to petitions generally are genuine, 1816. 181 7— —Much greater 
value attached to signatures obtained by a house-to-house canvass than to those procured in 
. the street from passers-by ; much greater liability to abuse m the latter case, 1819-1825. 

[Fifth Examination.]— Reiteration of witness’ strong expression of regret as regards 
the extensive forgeries of signatures proved before the Committee; repudiation of any 
fraud on his part, 2216-2218 Suggestions upon the question of securing the attend- 

ance of Sharland, one of the canvassers employed by Mr. Hallett, 2218-2221. 

Roberts, Carlton. Result oi -witness’s previou experience of Mr. Roberts m political 
matters that he found him able, careful, and reliable, so that he entrusted the matter 
of the petitions entirely to him on the understanding that everything was to be done 
right, Wragg 896. 905-910. 917. 925. 974-980. 

Conclusion of the Committee that, although no charge of participation in fraud has 
been brought home to Mr. Carlton Roberts, still bis neglect to exercise proper super- 
vision over the work of his sub-agents led directly to the irregularities that followed, 
Bep. iii. 

See also Agents and Sub-Agents. Baggerston Petition. Forged Signatures. 

y 2 Russell 
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Special Report, 1887 — continued. 



Russell, Abraham. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness signed a petition for the con* 
tinuance of the coal and wine dues, and explains the circumstances under which he did 
so; denial, however, that his name as attached to the Peckham and Dulwich petition is 
in his handwriting, 2172-2194. 



S. 

Sadler, William. Service of a summons on William Sadler, who promised to attend the 
Committee, and who said he had signed (he petition from King’s Cross, Coombs 137a- 
1375- 

This person called as a witness but not in attendance, p. 79. 

St. Pancras. Toial of 1,464 signatures contained in the St. Pancras petition, nearly all of 
which witness believes to be false, Netherclift 1748 Total of seventy-seven signa- 

tures to a further petition (against the continuance of the coal and wine dues); doubt as 
to twelve of these, ib, 1760. 

Evidence proposed to be adduced as to the genuine character of the St. Pancras peti- 
tion, Roberts 1814. 1826. 

Employment of witness as a canvasser for signatures 10 the petition from St. Pancras 
in favour ^of the continuance of the coal and wine dues ; he was engaged by Mr. Ball, and 

was at work for about five weeks. Usher 1827-1829. 1893. 1898-1911. 1932-1939 

Difficulty on witness’ part iu positively identifying any of the sheets of the St. Pancras 
petition as having passed through his hands, or any one signature thereupon, though he 
obtained 3,000 signatures in the' district ; he canvassed Camden Town but not St. John’s 

Wood, ib. 1829, et seg. House-to-house canvass by witness; care taken by him to 

explain the object of the petition, and to take only the signatures of grown-up people, 
whilst he never signed for others, ib. 1845. 1852-1860. 1868-1870. 1928-1939. 

See also East St. Pancras. North St Pancras. West St. Pancras. 

St. Pancras and King’s Cross Petition. See King's Cross, 6 sc. 

Sharland, A. George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment, of witness, who is a 
commercial traveller residing in Walworth, by M r. Hallett, to collect signatures to peti- 
tions in favour of the continuance of the coal and wine dues ; injunction by Mr. Hallett 

that all the signatures must be genuine, 2223-2233.2252,2253.2262 Payment of 

witness at the rate of 4 s . 6 d. per 100 signatures, with a small allowance for expenses, 

2234, 2235 Collection of signatures chiefly at the Peabody-buildings, witness having 

attested with his own signature where parties were unable to write their own names, 

2239-2242. 2243 Information as to the address of a brother of witness who got too or 

200 signatures, 2244-2249. 2263-2265 House-to-house canvass carried out by witness ; 

he did not ask any one to sign in the street, and did not represent that the petition 
related to the closing of public-houses, 2250, 2251. 2254-2258. 

[Second Eamination.] — Further information respecting the remuneration received by 
witness from Mr. Hallett, the probable number of signatures collected, and the way in 

which his canvass was conducied, 2293 et seq. Circumstance of witness having had 

two other petitions in charge at the lime he was collecting signatures in favour of the 
coal and wine dues; particular hereon, 2295-2297. 2374-2376. 2386-2396. 

Belief that no signatures were obtained by witness in public-houses, 2322-2327 

Statement as to witness having employed his brother and five or six other men to pro- 
cure signatures, and to bring only genuine ones ; he paid them at the rate of 3 s. per 100 ; 

2 335" 2 373- 237^-2385 Total of from 12/. to 15 /.received by witness from Mr, 

Hallett, 2377. 

Sharland, John. Information as to the address of a brother of witness, who got 100 or 
200 signatures, Sharland 2244-2249. 2263-2265. 

Explanation that John Sharland was not employed nor paid by witness, but only his 
brother, A. G. Sharland, Hallett 2267-2269. 2278-2282. 2288, 2289. 

Sheets and Headings : 

Supply of the petition sheets to witness by Mr. Hallett, Bidmead 260-263 Exami- 

nation ot the petition-sheets by Mr. Hallett on receiving them from witness, who assured 
him they were all bond fide, ib. 442,443. 

Doubt as to the number of petition sheets or of printed headings given by witness to 
Bidmead and other canvassers; printed and written headings were given to all the men 

employed, Hallett 505-507. 599-605 Explanation as to witness’ mode of distributing 

the separate sheets among the canvassers, and as to the Bheets, when signed, having 

been 
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Sheets and Headings - continued. 

been returned loose to Mr. Roberts; witness had nothing to do with putting them 
together under the printed heads, Hallett 690-596. 604, 605. 618- 626. 636-644- 

Explanation that the separate sheets were joined together in Mr. Wragg’s office, the 

petitions having been made up for different districts, Roberts 732, 733 Large number 

of sheets with a printed heading, given to each of witness’ sub-agents, to be returned 
pith signatures ; arrangement that about 200 names would make up a petition, ib. 759- 

763. 

Great difficulty through the separate sheets not admitting of ihe identification of the 
persons by whom the signatures were collected, witness not being responsible for the 
latter- check to abuse in future if the collector were lequired to endorse his sheet, 

Roberts 795-8 1 0. 8 1 7-823 Examination of many sheets with objectionable matter, 

and with false names ; physical impossibility of witness checking all the signatures, ib. 

807-81 l . 9Q1-993 Examination of the sheets in Mr. Wragg’s office before they were 

included in the petitions presented to Parliament; responsibility of Mr. Wragg s staff m 
the matter, ib. 818. 823. 847-852. 

Employment of witness’ cleiks in putting together the petition sheets, but not in 
checking the signatures ; belief that there was no abuse on their part in not placing the 
loose sheets uiffier the proper petition heading, though this irregularity was feasible, 
Wragg 907-910. 916, 917. 924-935. 950-953- 959"966. 

Return of the petition sheets to Mr. Roberts after witness had examined the signa- 
tures ; difficulty on his part as to his now identifying any of the petitions or sheets winch 
passed through his hands, Carrell 1164. 1 1 67-1170. 1 182-1 1 88. 1195-1209. 

Collection of signatures bv witness’ agents chiefly in central Finsbury ; examination 
applied Lothe sheets by witness before handing them over to Mr. Roberts, He Horne 
1294-1297. i30 l, » >301* .. ... 

Production by witness of certain sheets of signatures tvhrel. looted snsp.cons so that 
he withheld them from the petitions presented, .Roberts 1307. 1308— —Effectual check 
upon the loose sheets of signatures being attached to any other form of petition than that 
for the continuance of the coal and wine dues, ib. 1308, 1309. 

Explanation as to the mode of distribution of the petition sheets against the contmo- 
ance of the coal and wine duties, and the way in which they were, when signed and 
returned, placed together for presentation, Lloyd 1028. 1043. 1047. 

Special attention called by the Committee to the practice of piecing together sheets of 
signatures without reference to the quarter from which tney are obtained, and the head- 
ings ultimately affixed to them. Rep. iv. 

Slwreditch Petition. This petition contains 137 signatures, nearly all of whicl. witness 
believes to be false, Netherclift 1749* 

Simeon Stephen L. (Clerk to the Committee). (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Inquiry made 
^ witness as directed by the Committee), in the case of twenty-nine pet. .ous in favour 
of t^e continuance of the coal and wine duties, whether each individual whose name was 
amended to the prayer sheet of each petition had really signed, 2050-2054 ——Receipt ot 
ffiem answerslo this inquiry, eleven of which are in the 1 f ™‘,v e wM»th«e pe™ona 
deny having sinned : particulars to this effect, 2051, 2052. 2057, Obstacles to 

the ascertamment hf Witness whether any one person had signed more than one petition ; 
insufficient time, moreover, for any more exhaustive inquiry, 2054-2056. 

... 1 1, 1 Upturn of four of witness’ letters of inquiry through the Dead 

Le [ tter C OffiS“ whilst six" more persons admit having signed, and four deny havtng done 
SO, 2222. 

S TL T Z\^i^ doubt asCeTve oUhe^XLTc^o- 

ssss.-atf.-s 

false, Netherclift 1749. 

Southwark Petition. The Southwark petition contains 664 signatures, nearly all of which 
are ialse, Netherclift 1748, 1749* 

sxt’iffis;;'!!™ 

175. v3 
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Stewart , William. (Analysis of his Evidence)— continued. 
tures, 1319-1321. 1326-1329 — -Instances of forged signatures* notably those of Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. A. J. Balfour, as well as of filthy matter on some of the sheets sup- 
plied to witness by his sub-agents* 1330-1334. 

Stratford and West Ham Petition. This petition contains seventy-four signatures, nearly 
all of which witness believes to be false, Netherclift 1748. 

Street Canvassing. Instruction given by witnesss that the men in charge of the petition 8 
against the continuance of the coal and wine dues were not to take the signatures of boys 
under eighteen years of age; difficulty on this score when signatures are taken in the 

street, Wilson 1117-1119 Considerable value attached to the practice of taking the 

signatures of working men and other passers-by in the streets, though it it is pro- 
bable that some signatures not genuine would be attached, ib. 1 1 1 g. 1125-1132. 1154 

. Large proportion (fully one-half) of signatures obtained in the streets, out of the 

11,505 signatures to the petitions which passed through witness’ hands, ib. 1 131. 1 148- 
1150. 

Employment of witness by Mr. Wilson to collect signatures to petitions against 
the continuance of the coal and wine duties; lie took charge of fourteen or fifteen 
petitions which were chiefly left at large establishments in the Holborn and Gray’s Inn- 
road, and Kina’s Cross district, for the workpeople to sign, whilst five were signed in 
the street, Middleton 1499, 1500. 1517. 1526-1530 1573 “’ 5^7- 1590-1608 Pay- 

ment of 2 1 . 15 s. received by witness from Mr. Wilson, there being 2/. more to 
receive ; he obtained from 500 to 600 signatures, ib. 1507-1509. 1532-1537. 1557. 

Much greater value attached to signatures obtained by a house-to-house canvass than to 
those procured in the street from passers-by ; much greater liability to abuse in the latter 
cas e, Roberts, 1819-1825. 

Witness was employed to obtain signatures in the street from passers-by to a petition 
against the continuance of the coal and wine duties ; he denies that lie allowed young 

boys and girls to sign, though women were allowed to do so, Bartlett, 1995-2040 He 

was in charge of the petition throughout the day, and was stationed for two-and-a-half 

days opposite the Holborn Town Hall, ib. 2004-2007. 2019-2035 Another man was 

- employed outside the Royal Free Hospital in the Gray’sTtm-road upon another petition, 
ib., 2043-2046. 

Special attention called by the Committee to the placing of petitions on tables in the 
open air, at which the signatures of passers-by are obtained, which are not capable of 
identification, Rep. iv. See also Canvassers, King's Cross and St. Pancras Petition. 



Taylor, Alfred. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness, who is a Civil Service writer m 
the Journal Office, produces nine petitions from different, parts of the metropolis in favour 
of the London Coal and Wine Duties Continuance Bill ; date of presentation in each 
case, and Member by whom presented, 1-9 Pressure cf business in the office in con- 

nection with the, petitions, so that though some of them were presented in March they 
could not be brought under the notice of the Petitions Committee till after the Easter 
recess, 1 1-1 3. 

Result of witness’ examination of the petition from Haggerston that he concluded the 
signatures were forgeries, whereupon lie reported the same, 13- Explanation respect- 

ing the intentional smearing of the signatures to some of the petitions ; similar hand- 
writing traceable through the nine petitions now produced, 15-20. 

[Second Examination.] — Production by witness of twenty additional petitions in 
favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties ; particulars as to the localities* 

dates of presentation, and names of Members by whom presented, 653-671 Reference 

to the petition from Greenwich and Camberwell as containing, in witness’ opinion, a very 
large number of forged signatures; there are the names of some thirteen race-horses upon the 
last sheet of this petition. 656-664 Several instances of forged signatures to the North- 

west Ham petition, 665-668. 

Examination by an expert of some of the petitions adverse to the continuance of the 
duties ; opinion that these generally are of a very fair character, though some irregula- 
rities may exist in them, 672-674. 677-680 Suspicious character on the other hand of 

the twenty petitions now produced, in favour of the. duties ; belief that a very large number 
of signatures to each petition are not genuine, or are questionable* 675, 676. 681, 682. 

Taylor, Samuel Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness, who is a 
clerk and traveller at Brockloy, by Mr. Board, of Brockley, to collect signatures for a 

petition 
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Taylor, Samuel Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 
petition in favour of tbe continuance of the coal and wine duties; he was instructed that 

the signatures must.be those of adults, and must be bond Jide, 1409-1417 House-to- 

house canvass by witness for signatures, which were collected on separate sheets ; lie w T as 
paid at the rate of 5 s. per 100 signatures, but collected less than 200 ; 1414, 1415* 

1418-1420. 1430-1441 Readiness of the great majority of those called upon by 

■witness to sign the petition ; to the best of his knowledge and belief all the signatures 
were genuine, 1421-1437. 



U. 

Usher, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Employment of witness as a canvasser for 
signatures to the petition from St. Pancras in favour of the continuance of the coal 
and wine dues; he was engaged by ^Jr. Ball, and was at work for about five weeks, 
1827-1829. 1893. 1898-1911. 1932-1939. 

Difficulty on witness’ partin positively identifying any of the sheets of the St. Pancras 
petition as having passed through bis hands, or any one signature thereupon, though he 
obtained 3,000 signatures in the district; he canvassed Camden Town but not St. John’s 

Wood, 1829 etseq. House-to-house canv ass by witness ; care taken by him to explain 

the object of the petition, and to take only the signatures of grown-up people, whilst he 

never signed for others, 1845. 1852-1860. 1868-1870, 1928-1939 Payment of witness 

at the rate of 6 5. per loo signatures, 1898-1900. 



Webster, Grant Roberts (Member of the House). (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, 
who is Member for East St. Pancras, explains the circumstances under which he pre- 
sented a petition from King’s Cross and St. Pancras against the continuance of the coal 
and wine duties, though he had previously ascertained there were ten false signatures to 
it, 1097-1099. 



West Ham and Ley tonstone Petition. This petition, in favour of the continuance of the 
coal and wine dues, contains 393 signatures, nearly the whole of which witness believes 
to be false, Netlierclift 1749. 

West Islington Petition. Total of thirty-eight signatures to this petition (against the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wine dues); belief that all are genuine, Netlierclift 1760 
Further petition with seventy-one signatures, of which twelve are doubtful, ib. 

West St. Pancras Petition. Total of 101 signatures to this petition (against the con- 
tinuance of the coal and wine dues); doubt as to twelve of these, Netlierclift 1760. 



Wilson, Neioton. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who is a mechanical engineer, of 
the firm of Newton Wilson Sc Co., is a member of the Anti-Coal Tax Committee and of 
the Executive Committee of the Municipal Reform League, 1100-1102. 

Steps proposed by witness to the Anti-Coal Tax Committee, and subsequently carried 
out, for obtaining signatures to petitions against the coal and wine duties; sum of 30 l. 
placed at his disposal for this purpose, followed by a further sum of 10 Z. ; 1 103-1 107. 

1151-1153 Responsible meu employed by witness for leaving the petition forms at 

various factories and workshops all over London, and for obtaining signatures m tue 
streets, more than 200 petitions having been issued, of which ninety-two, containing 11,505 
signatures, were eventually presented t.o the House, 1103. 1120, 1121. 1131— —Practice 
as to the payment of the men employed to obtain signatures, and as to the checks upon 
abuse, 1103. 1107. 1111-1113. 

Explanations with special reference to a petition the signatures to which were ob- 
tained in the Gray’s Inn-road ; exceptions taken to a statement that ten out ot thirty 

signatures investigated were not genuine, 1103 etseq. Discreditable appearance 0 

the foregoing petition when it was returned to witness, so that he strongly objected t.o 1 
at the time, though he dissents from the evidence of Mr. Webster s clerk as to ten out ot 
thirty signatures not having been genuine, 1 104, 1105. 1 122-1124. 1133-1 145* 11 54 
Scrutiny applied by witness to every sheet before passing it for presentation to the 
House ; belief that he can produce every one of the men m whose presence sll the signa- 
tures were attached, 1 107. 1 1 11-1 1 16. 1 139, 1 140. 

Instruction given by witness that the men in charge of the petitions were not to take 
the signatures of boys under eighteen years of age; difficulty on this score when stgua- 
175. v 4 tures 
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Wilson, Newton. (An.lysis of his Evidence)— continued. 
lures are taken in the street, 1117-1119— Considerable value attached to the practice 
of takina the signatures of working-men and other passers-by in the streets, though it is 
probable that some signatures not genuine would be attached, 11 19. 1125-1135,1154 

E L„ r „ e proportion (fully one-liall) of signatures obtained in the streets, out of the 

! 1 505 signatures to the petitions which passed through witness’ hands, 1131. 1148- 



1 15U. . 

Readiness of witness to make n careful personal examination of the petition from 
Kincr’s Cross and St. Pancrns (taken in the Gray’s Inn-road), and to submit tne results 
to ilie Comniittee within a few days, 1 139, 1140. 1146, 1 M 7 - 1 ' 55 ~— Explanation that 
Witney’ services in the matter of petitions have been entirely gratuitous; he 
has expended about 59 . 1 or 53 Z., towards which he has received 40 Z., 1141. 1151- 



1 > 53 * 

[Vorkinq Classes. Large proportion of the signatures obtained by witness in the streets, 
which represented the working classes, Middleton 1559-1563- 1 59 0_1 6 ° 8 . 1614-1629 

Readiness of the great mass of the working classes to sign petitions against the coal 

tax, ib. 1614-1619 See also Street Canvassing. 

Wraqq. Robert Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness,, who is a solicitor and 
political agent, was employed by the City authorities m connection with the petitions in 
favour of the continuance of the coal and wine duties; instructions received by him from 
the City Solicitor in the matter, 860-872. 

Grounds upon which witness concluded that public opinion on the question of the 
duties might be properly expressed by means of petitions obtained by a house-to-house 
canvass; reference hereon to certain deputations previously to different Members of the 

Government, 872, 873. 914, 915 Explanation that there was no arrangement with 

the City authorities as to witness’ scale ol remuneration ; he had acted, professionally, 
for the Corporation, on several previous occasions, 874-879. 899-902. 936-942. 966. 

97 6 Employment by witness of Mr. Carlton llobeits, and of him alone, in getting 

up the petitions, 8S0-882. 896. 



Strong repudiation of the petition from Greenwich, comprising the names of race- 
horses ; witness knows nothing of Mr. Ball, who got up this petition, 883-886. 916 

Profound regret expressed by witness as regards the forged petition, 885, 886. gio. 950 
Entire disavowal of Bidmead, whom witness never saw till the 27th April ; parti- 
culars as to Bidmead having made a statement on that day, which was taken down by 
witness, that there was not a single genuine signature to the Haggerston petitition, 

887-898 Employment of Bidmead by Mr. Haliett; disavowal by witness of the 

latter, as well as the former, 890-892. 898. 

Result of witness’ previous expeiience of Mr. Roberts in political matters that he 
found him able, careful, and reliable, so that he entrusted the matter of the petitions 
entirely to him, on the understanding that everything was to be done right, 896. 905-910. 
917. 925. 974-980 There was no agreement with Mr. Roberts as to his remunera- 

tion ; inability of witness to state how much Mr. Robeits expects, or should be paid, 
especially as so many signatures have been forged, 897. 903, 904. 943 * 949 * 

Employment of witness’ clerk in putting together the petition sheets, but not in checking 
the signatures; belief that there was no abuse on their part in not placing the loose sheets 
under the proper petition heading, though this irregularity was feasible, 907-910.916, 

917. 926-935. 950-953. 959-966 Concurrence of witness in the proposal to send 

a letter to the Speaker, confessing the forged signatures ; at this time witness was not aware 
that Bidmead had forged other petitions besides that from Haggerston, 91 1-913* ^ 

956-958 Admission by witness of his primary responsibility in the matter, whilst Mr. 

Robeits was responsible to him, and Mr. Haliett and others to Mr. Roberts, 950. 954, 
955 * 968-976. 

Great pressure under which the work of canvassing for signatures was undertaken ; 
that is, in view of the action already taken by the opponents of the coal and wine duties, 

966, 967. 976 Expediency in future of the employment of a larger staff in canvassing 

for petitions and of greater vigilance generally, 967 Reference to certain forms and 

rules of the House on the subject of public petitions, and the extent to which adopted by 
witness, 978-980. 
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